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HOW  TO  CITE  RULES  AND  RSMo 

RULES — Cite  material  in  the  Missouri  Register  by  volume  and  page  number,  for  example,  Vol.  28,  Missouri  Register , page  27.  The  approved  short  form  of  citation 
is  28  MoReg  27. 

The  rules  are  codified  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations  in  this  system — 


Title 

Code  of  State  Regulations 

Division 

Chapter 

Rule 

1 

CSR 

10- 

1. 

010 

Department 

Agency,  Division 

General  area  regulated 

Specific  area  regulated 

They  are  properly  cited  by  using  the  full  citation  , i.e.,  1 CSR  10-1.010. 

Each  department  of  state  government  is  assigned  a title.  Each  agency  or  division  within  the  department  is  assigned  a division  number.  The  agency  then  groups  its  rules 
into  general  subject  matter  areas  called  chapters  and  specific  areas  called  rules.  Within  a rule,  the  first  breakdown  is  called  a section  and  is  designated  as  (1).  Subsection 
is  (A)  with  further  breakdown  into  paragraph  1.,  subparagraph  A.,  part  (I),  subpart  (a),  item  I.  and  subitem  a. 


RSMo — The  most  recent  version  of  the  statute  containing  the  section  number  and  the  date. 
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Rules  appearing  under  this  heading  are  filed  under  the 
authority  granted  by  section  536.025,  RSMo  2000.  An 
emergency  rule  may  be  adopted  by  an  agency  if  the  agency 
finds  that  an  immediate  danger  to  the  public  health,  safety,  or 
welfare,  or  a compelling  governmental  interest  requires 
emergency  action;  follows  procedures  best  calculated  to 
assure  fairness  to  all  interested  persons  and  parties  under 
the  circumstances;  follows  procedures  which  comply  with  the 
protections  extended  by  the  Missouri  and  the  United  States 
Constitutions',  limits  the  scope  of  such  rule  to  the  circum- 
stances creating  an  emergency  and  requiring  emergency 
procedure,  and  at  the  time  of  or  prior  to  the  adoption  of  such 
rule  files  with  the  secretary  of  state  the  text  of  the  rule  togeth- 
er with  the  specific  facts,  reasons,  and  findings  which  support 
its  conclusion  that  there  is  an  immediate  danger  to  the  public 
health,  safety,  or  welfare  which  can  be  met  only  through  the 
adoption  of  such  rule  and  its  reasons  for  concluding  that  the 
procedure  employed  is  fair  to  all  interested  persons  and  par- 
ties under  the  circumstances. 

Rules  filed  as  emergency  rules  may  be  effective  not  less 
than  ten  (10)  days  after  filing  or  at  such  later  date  as 
may  be  specified  in  the  rule  and  may  be  terminated  at  any 
time  by  the  state  agency  by  filing  an  order  with  the  secretary 
of  state  fixing  the  date  of  such  termination,  which  order  shall 
be  published  by  the  secretary  of  state  in  the  Missouri 
Register  as  soon  as  practicable. 

All  emergency  rules  must  state  the  period  during  which 
they  are  in  effect,  and  in  no  case  can  they  be  in  effect 
more  than  one  hundred  eighty  (180)  calendar  days  or  thirty 
(30)  legislative  days,  whichever  period  is  longer.  Emergency 
rules  are  not  renewable,  although  an  agency  may  at  any  time 
adopt  an  identical  rule  under  the  normal  rulemaking  proce- 
dures. 


Title  12— DEPARTMENT  OF  REVENUE 
Division  10 — Director  of  Revenue 
Chapter  41— General  Tax  Provisions 

EMERGENCY  AMENDMENT 

12  CSR  10-41.010  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest.  The  depart- 
ment is  amending  section  (1). 

PURPOSE:  Under  the  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest  (section 
32.065,  RSMo),  this  amendment  establishes  the  2011  annual  adjust- 
ed rate  of  interest  to  be  implemented  and  applied  on  taxes  remaining 
unpaid  during  calendar  year  2011. 

EMERGENCY  STATEMENT:  The  director  of  revenue  is  mandated  to 
establish,  not  later  than  October  22,  an  annual  adjusted  rate  of  inter- 
est based  upon  the  adjusted  prime  rate  charged  by  banks  during 
September  of  that  year  as  set  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  rounded  to  the  nearest  fidl  percent.  This  emergency 
amendment  is  necessary  to  ensure  public  awareness  and  to  presence 
a compelling  governmental  interest  requiring  an  early  effective  date 
in  that  the  amendment  informs  the  public  of  the  established  rate  of 
interest  to  be  paid  on  unpaid  amounts  of  taxes  for  the  2011  calendar 
year.  A proposed  amendment  that  covers  the  same  material  is  pub- 
lished in  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register.  The  director  has  limit- 
ed the  scope  of  the  emergency  amendment  to  the  circumstances  cre- 
ating the  emergency.  The  director  has  followed  procedures  calculat- 
ed to  assure  fairness  to  all  interested  persons  and  parties  and  has 


complied  with  protections  extended  by  the  Missouri  and  United 
States  Constitutions.  This  emergency  amendment  was  filed  October 
22,  2010,  becomes  effective  January  1,  2011,  and  expires  June  29, 
2011. 

(1)  Pursuant  to  section  32.065,  RSMo,  the  director  of  revenue,  upon 
official  notice  of  the  average  predominant  prime  rate  quoted  by  com- 
mercial banks  to  large  businesses,  as  determined  and  reported  by  the 
Board  of  Governor/7s  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  in  the  Federal 
Reserve  Statistical  Release  H.  15(519)  for  the  month  of  September  of 
each  year,  has  set  by  administrative  order  the  annual  adjusted  rate  of 
interest  to  be  paid  on  unpaid  amounts  of  taxes  during  the  succeeding 
calendar  year  as  follows: 


Rate  of  Interest 


Calendar 

Year 


on  Unpaid  Amounts 
of  Taxes 


1995 

12% 

1996 

9% 

1997 

8% 

1998 

9% 

1999 

8% 

2000 

8% 

2001 

10% 

2002 

6% 

2003 

5% 

2004 

4% 

2005 

5% 

2006 

7% 

2007 

8% 

2008 

8% 

2009 

5% 

2010 

3% 

2011 

3% 

AUTHORITY:  section  32.065,  RSMo  2000.  Emergency  rule  filed  Oct. 
13,  1982,  effective  Oct.  23,  1982,  expired  Feb.  19,  1983.  Original 
rule  fded  Nov.  5,  1982,  effective  Feb.  11,  1983.  For  intervening  his- 
tory, please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations.  Emergency 
amendment  fded  Oct.  22,  2010,  effective  Jan.  1,  2011,  expires  June 
29,  2011.  A proposed  amendment  covering  this  same  material  is  pub- 
lished in  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 
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Under  this  heading  will  appear  the  text  of  proposed  rules 
and  changes.  The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
required  to  contain  an  explanation  of  any  new  rule  or  any 
change  in  an  existing  rule  and  the  reasons  therefor.  This  is  set 
out  in  the  Purpose  section  with  each  rule.  Also  required  is  a 
citation  to  the  legal  authority  to  make  rules.  This  appears  fol- 
lowing the  text  of  the  rule,  after  the  word  “Authority.” 

Entirely  new  rules  are  printed  without  any  special  symbol- 
ogy under  the  heading  of  the  proposed  rule.  If  an  exist- 
ing rule  is  to  be  amended  or  rescinded,  it  will  have  a heading 
of  proposed  amendment  or  proposed  rescission.  Rules  which 
are  proposed  to  be  amended  will  have  new  matter  printed  in 
boldface  type  and  matter  to  be  deleted  placed  in  brackets. 

An  important  function  of  the  Missouri  Register  is  to  solicit 
and  encourage  public  participation  in  the  rulemaking 
process.  The  law  provides  that  for  every  proposed  rule, 
amendment,  or  rescission  there  must  be  a notice  that  anyone 
may  comment  on  the  proposed  action.  This  comment  may 
take  different  forms. 

If  an  agency  is  required  by  statute  to  hold  a public  hearing 
before  making  any  new  rules,  then  a Notice  of  Public 
Hearing  will  appear  following  the  text  of  the  rule.  Hearing 
dates  must  be  at  least  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  the 
notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  If  no  hearing  is  planned  or 
required,  the  agency  must  give  a Notice  to  Submit 
Comments.  This  allows  anyone  to  file  statements  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  action  with  the  agency 
within  a specified  time,  no  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  after  pub- 
lication of  the  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register. 

An  agency  may  hold  a public  hearing  on  a rule  even 
though  not  required  by  law  to  hold  one.  If  an  agency 
allows  comments  to  be  received  following  the  hearing  date, 
the  close  of  comments  date  will  be  used  as  the  beginning  day 
in  the  ninety  (90)-day-count  necessary  for  the  filing  of  the 
order  of  rulemaking. 

If  an  agency  decides  to  hold  a public  hearing  after  planning 
not  to,  it  must  withdraw  the  earlier  notice  and  file  a new 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and  schedule  a hearing  for  a 
date  not  less  than  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  the  new  notice. 


Proposed  Amendment  Text  Reminder: 

Boldface  text  indicates  new  matter. 

[Bracketed  text  indicates  matter  being  deleted.] 

Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  3— Filing  and  Reporting  Requirements 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-3.510  Filing  Requirements  for  Telecommunications 
Company  Applications  for  Certificates  of  Service  Authority  to 
Provide  Telecommunications  Services,  Whether  Interexchange, 
Local  Exchange,  or  Basic  Local  Exchange.  The  commission  is 
amending  the  title,  section  (1),  and  paragraph  (1)(D)1. 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  is  being  amended  to  simplify  the  submission  of 
financial  documentation  with  applications  for  certification  as  a 
provider  of  basic  local  telecommunications  sendees. 

(1)  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of  4 CSR  240-2.060(1),  applica- 


tions for  a certificate  of  service  authority  to  provide  telecommunica- 
tions services,  whether  interexchange,  local  exchange,  or  basic  local 
exchange,  shall  include/i'7 — 

(D)  If  the  application  is  for  basic  local  exchange  service  authority, 
the  application  shall  also  include  the  following: 

[1.  A statement  that  the  applicant  possesses  sufficient 
technical,  financial  and  managerial  resources  and  abilities  to 
provide  basic  local  telecommunications  service. 

A.  The  application  shall  contain  supportive  financial 
information  that  includes  twelve  (12)  months  of  historical 
financial  statements  comprised  of  a balance  sheet  and  an 
income  statement  for  any  applicant  that  has  been  engaged 
in  previous  business  operations  and  any  company  that  will 
be  providing  financial  support  to  the  applicant.  Entities  with 
no  prior  business  operations  or  any  relationship  with  a com- 
pany that  will  be  providing  financial  support  to  the  applicant 
will  not  be  expected  to  provide  any  historical  financial  infor- 
mation. 

B.  Applicant  shall  submit  on  a pro  forma  basis,  at  least 
twelve  (12)  months  of  financial  statements  comprised  of  a 
balance  sheet  and  an  income  statement. 

C.  Financial  data  shall  reflect  Missouri  specific  infor- 
mation to  the  extent  such  information  is  available.  Company- 
wide financial  information  may  be  substituted  in  the  event 
that  Missouri  specific  information  is  not  available. 

D.  Pro  forma  financial  information  must  demonstrate 
the  following: 

(!)  The  applicant  has  a debt  to  total  capital  ratio  no 
greater  than  sixty-two  percent  (62%)  and  a pretax  interest 
coverage  of  at  least  2.3x;  and/or 

(II)  The  applicant  has  a cash  or  cash  equivalent  bal- 
ance of  at  least  four  (4)  months  operating  expenses  inclusive 
of  interest  expense  and  taxes. 

(a)  If  the  pro  forma  for  the  applicant  demon- 
strates the  requirement  set  forth  in  subparagraph  D.  above, 
only  the  pro  forma  for  the  applicant  need  be  submitted.  If  the 
pro  forma  for  the  applicant  does  not  demonstrate  the 
requirement  in  subparagraph  D.,  the  applicant  must  submit  a 
combined  pro  forma  for  the  applicant  and  the  company  that 
will  be  providing  support  for  the  applicant,  that  meets  the 
requirement  in  subparagraph  D. 

(b)  If  any  of  the  items  required  under  this  rule 
have  been  submitted  by  applicant  in  a previous  application 
within  a year  of  this  application,  the  same  may  be  incorpo- 
rated by  reference  to  the  case  number  in  which  the  informa- 
tion was  furnished,  so  long  as  such  applicable  information  is 
current  and  correct;] 

1.  An  affidavit  signed  by  an  officer  of  the  applicant  stating 
that  the  applicant  possesses  sufficient  technical,  financial,  and 
managerial  resources  and  abilities  to  provide  basic  local  telecom- 
munications service.  This  affidavit  shall  also  affirm  that  the 
applicant,  its  parent  company,  affiliates,  and  principals  have  not 
defaulted  on  any  of  their  financial  obligations  within  the  last 
three  (3)  years.  If  the  applicant  and/or  its  parent  company  have 
no  historical  credit  experience,  then  the  affidavit  shall  state  that 
the  applicant  has  access  to  capital  sufficient  for  the  start-up  oper- 
ations of  the  applicant.  The  affidavit  shall  be  accompanied  by 
adequate  documentation  to  demonstrate  that  the  applicant  pos- 
sesses sufficient  technical,  financial,  and  managerial  resources 
and  abilities  to  provide  basic  local  telecommunications  service; 

2.  A statement  that  the  applicant  will  satisfy  the  minimum  stan- 
dards established  by  the  commission; 

3.  A statement  that  sets  forth  the  geographic  area  in  which  the 
applicant  proposes  to  offer  service  and  demonstrates  that  such  area 
follows  exchange  boundaries  of  the  incumbent  local  exchange 
telecommunications  company  and  is  no  smaller  than  an  exchange; 
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4.  A statement  that  the  applicant  will  offer  basic  local  telecom- 
munications service  as  a separate  and  distinct  service;  and 

5.  A statement  that  the  applicant  will  give  equitable  access  to 
all  Missourians,  regardless  of  where  they  live  or  their  income,  to 
affordable  telecommunications  services. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386. 250[, ] and  392. 455,  RSMo  2000  and  sec- 
tions 392.4501,]  and  392.451,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Original  rule  filed 
Aug.  16,  2002,  effective  April  30,  2003.  Amended:  Filed  March  19, 
2004,  effective  Nov.  30,  2004.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  28,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  Case  No.  TX-2010- 
0099.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission ’s  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-fding-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  4,  2011, 
at  10:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Sendee  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1)  of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 

Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.010  Policy  Objectives.  Changes  are  made  throughout 
this  rule  to  enable  it  to  meet  current  and  future  Missouri  energy  poli- 
cies. 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  updates  the  current  policy 
objectives  of  the  resource  planning  process  to  reflect  current 
Missouri  energy  policies. 

(1)  The  commission’s  policy  goal  in  promulgating  this  chapter  is  to 
set  minimum  standards  to  govern  the  scope  and  objectives  of  the 
resource  planning  process  that  is  required  of  electric  utilities  subject 
to  its  jurisdiction  in  order  to  ensure  that  the  public  interest  is  ade- 
quately served  with  a view  to  the  public  welfare,  efficient  facili- 
ties, and  substantial  justice  between  patrons  and  public  utilities. 
Compliance  with  these  rules  shall  not  be  construed  to  result  in  com- 
mission approval  of  the  utility's  resource  plans,  resource  acquisition 
strategies,  or  investment  decisions. 


(2)  The  fundamental  objective  of  the  resource  planning  process  at 
electric  utilities  shall  be  to  provide  the  public  with  energy  services 
that  are  safe,  reliable,  and  efficient,  at  just  and  reasonable  rates,  in 
compliance  with  all  legal  mandates,  and  in  a manner  that  serves 
the  public  interest.  [This]  The  fundamental  objective  requires  that 
the  utility  shall— 

(A)  Consider  and  analyze  demand-side  [efficiency  and] 
resources,  renewable  energy  [management  measures],  and  sup- 
ply-side  resources  on  an  equivalent  basis  [with  supply-side  alter- 
natives], subject  to  compliance  with  all  legal  mandates  that  may 
affect  the  selection  of  utility  electric  energy  resources,  in  the 
resource  planning  process; 

(B)  Use  minimization  of  the  present  worth  of  long-run  utility  costs 
as  the  primary  selection  criterion  in  choosing  the  preferred  resource 
plan,  subject  to  the  constraints  in  subsection  (2)(C);  and 

(C)  Explicitly  identify  and,  where  possible,  quantitatively  analyze 
any  other  considerations  which  are  critical  to  meeting  the  funda- 
mental objective  of  the  resource  planning  process,  but  which  may 
constrain  or  limit  the  minimization  of  the  present  worth  of  expected 
utility  costs.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  the  process  and 
rationale  used  by  decision-makers  to  assess  the  tradeoffs  and  deter- 
mine the  appropriate  balance  between  minimization  of  expected  util- 
ity costs  and  these  other  considerations  in  selecting  the  preferred 
resource  plan  and  developing  [contingency  options]  the  resource 
acquisition  strategy.  These  considerations  shall  include,  but  are  not 
necessarily  limited  to,  mitigation  of/— 7: 

1 . Risks  associated  with  critical  uncertain  factors  that  will  affect 
the  actual  costs  associated  with  alternative  resource  plans; 

2.  Risks  associated  with  new  or  more  stringent  [environmen- 
tal laws  or  regulations]  legal  mandates  that  may  be  imposed  at 
some  point  within  the  planning  horizon;  and 

3.  Rate  increases  associated  with  alternative  resource  plans. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1 986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission ’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission ’s  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-filing-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1 ) of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 
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Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.020  Definitions.  The  commission  is  adding  new  sec- 
tions (5),  (11)— (14),  (23),  (27),  (36),  (42),  (43),  (46)-(48),  and 
(52)— (54),  deleting  sections  (4),  (10),  (12),  (24),  (25),  (30),  (31), 
(35),  (36),  (45),  (50),  (52),  and  (59),  amending  newly  numbered 
sections  (1),  (2),  (6),  (7),  (8),  (10),  (15),  (16),  (19),  (20),  (21),  (24), 
(25),  (26),  (31),  (33),  (37),  (39),  (44),  (45),  (49),  (51),  (55),  (57), 
(58),  (59),  (61),  and  renumbering  the  remaining  sections. 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  reflects  the  definitions  neces- 
sary for  the  proposed  revisions  to  rules  4 CSR  240-22.030  through  4 
CSR  240-22.080. 

(1)  [Avoided  cost  means  the  cost  savings  obtained  by  sub- 
stituting demand-side  resources  for  existing  and  new  supply 
resources.  4 CSR  240-22.050(2)  requires  the  utility  to  devel- 
op the  following  measures  of  avoided  cost: 

(A)  Avoided  utility  costs  developed  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.050(2)  (D),  which  include  energy  cost  savings  plus 
demand  cost  savings  associated  with  generation,  transmis- 
sion and  distribution  facilities;  and 

(B)  Avoided  probable  environmental  costs  developed  pur- 
suant to  4 CSR  240-22. 050(2)  (D)  and  4 CSR  240- 
22.040(2)(B).J  Annual  update  filing  means  the  annual  update 
report  prepared  by  the  utility  in  advance  of  the  annual  update 
workshop  and  the  summary  report  prepared  by  the  utility  fol- 
lowing the  workshop  as  referenced  in  4 CSR  240-22.080(3). 

(2)  [Candidate  resource  options  are  demand-side  programs 
that  pass  the  screening  test  required  by  4 CSR  240- 
22.050(7),  or  supply-side  resources  that  are  not  rejected  on 
the  basis  of  the  screening  analysis  required  by  4 CSR  240- 
22.040(2).]  Candidate  resource  options  are  the  potential 
demand-side  resource  options  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.050(6) 
and  the  potential  supply-side  resource  options  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.040(4)  that  advance  to  be  included  in  one  (1)  or  more 
alternative  resource  plans. 

[(4)  Chance  node  is  a decision-tree  fork  consisting  of  two  (2) 
or  more  branches  that  represent  the  range  and  number  of 
relevant  potential  outcomes  for  an  uncertain  factor.] 

[(5) 7(4)  Coincident  demand  means  the  hourly  demand  of  a compo- 
nent of  system  load  at  the  hour  of  system  peak  demand  within  a spec- 
ified interval  of  time. 

(5)  Concern  means  anything  that,  while  not  rising  to  the  level  of 
a deficiency,  may  prevent  the  electric  utility’s  resource  acquisition 
strategy  from  effectively  fulfilling  the  objectives  of  chapter  22. 

(6)  Contingency  [option]  resource  plan  means  an  alternative 
[choice,  decision  or  course  of  action]  resource  plan  designed  to 
enhance  the  utility’s  ability  to  respond  quickly  and  appropriately  to 
events  or  circumstances  that  would  render  the  preferred  resource 
plan  obsolete. 


(7)  [Decision  node  is  a decision-tree  fork  consisting  of  two 
(2)  or  more  branches  that  represent  the  set  of  decision  alter- 
natives being  considered  by  utility  planners  at  that  stage  of 
the  resource  planning  process.]  Critical  uncertain  factor  is  any 
uncertain  factor  that  is  likely  to  materially  affect  the  outcome  of 
the  resource  planning  decision. 

(8)  [Decision  tree  is  a diagram  that  specifies  the  order  in 
which  key  resource  decisions  must  be  made,  enumerates  the 
set  of  decision  alternatives  to  be  considered  at  each  stage, 
identifies  the  critical  uncertain  factors  that  affect  the  out- 
come of  each  decision  and  shows  how  the  potential  range 
of  values  for  uncertain  factors  interact  with  each  decision 
option  to  affect  the  expected  cost  of  providing  an  adequate 
level  and  quality  of  energy  services.]  Deficiency  means  any- 
thing that  would  cause  the  electric  utility’s  resource  acquisition 
strategy  to  fail  to  meet  the  requirements  identified  in  chapter  22. 

[(10)  Demand-side  measure  is  synonymous  with  end-use 
measure.] 

7(77)7(10)  Demand-side  [resource  (or]  program 7)7  means  an  orga- 
nized process  for  packaging  and  delivering  to  a particular  market 
segment  a portfolio  of  end-use  measures  that  is  broad  enough  to 
include  at  least  some  measures  that  are  appropriate  for  most  mem- 
bers of  the  target  market  segment. 

[(12)  Driver  variable  means  an  external  economic  or  demo- 
graphic factor  that  significantly  affects  some  component  of 
utility  loads.] 

(11)  Demand-side  rate  means  a rate  structure  for  retail  electric 
service  designed  to  reduce  the  net  consumption  or  modify  the 
time  of  consumption  of  a customer  rate  class. 

(12)  Demand-side  resource  is  a demand-side  program  or  a 
demand-side  rate  conducted  by  the  utility  to  modify  the  net  con- 
sumption of  electricity  on  the  retail  customer’s  side  of  the  meter. 
A load-building  program  or  rate  is  not  a demand-side  resource. 

(13)  Describe  and  document  refers  to  the  demonstration  of  com- 
pliance with  each  provision  of  this  chapter.  Describe  means  the 
provision  of  information  in  the  technical  volume(s)  of  the  trienni- 
al compliance  filing,  in  sufficient  detail  to  inform  the  stakehold- 
ers how  the  utility  complied  with  each  applicable  requirement  of 
chapter  22,  why  that  approach  was  chosen,  and  the  results  of  its 
approach.  The  description  in  the  technical  volume(s),  including 
narrative  text,  graphs,  tables,  and  other  pertinent  information, 
shall  be  written  in  a manner  that  would  allow  a stakeholder  to 
thoroughly  assess  the  utility’s  resource  acquisition  strategy  and 
each  of  its  components.  Document  means  the  provision  of  all  of 
the  supporting  information  relating  to  the  filed  resource  acquisi- 
tion strategy  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.080(11). 

(14)  Distributed  generation  means  a grid-connected  electric  gen- 
eration system  that  is  sized  based  on  local  load  requirements  and 
distributed  primarily  to  the  local  load. 

7(73)7(15)  Electric  utility  or  utility  means  any  electrical  corporation 
as  defined  in  section  386.020,  RSMo,  which  is  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  commission. 

7(74)7(16)  End-use  energy  service  or  energy  service  means  the  spe- 
cific need  that  is  served  by  the  final  use  of  energy,  such  as  lighting, 
cooking,  space  heating,  air  conditioning,  refrigeration,  water  heat- 
ing, or  motive  power. 
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[(1 517(17)  End-use  measure  means  an  energy-efficiency  measure  or 
an  energy-management  measure. 

7(75)7(18)  Energy  means  the  total  amount  of  electric  power  that  is 
generated  or  used  over  a specified  interval  of  time  measured  in  kilo- 
watt-hours (kWh). 

7(7  7)7(19)  Energy-efficiency  measure  means  any  device,  technology, 
[rate  structure]  or  operating  procedure  that  makes  it  possible  to 
deliver  an  adequate  level  and  quality  of  end-use  energy  service  while 
using  less  energy  than  would  otherwise  be  required. 

7(75)7(20)  Energy-management  measure  means  any  device,  technol- 
ogy, [rate  structure]  or  operating  procedure  that  makes  it  possible 
to  alter  the  time  pattern  of  electricity  usage  so  as  to  require  less  gen- 
erating capacity  or  to  allow  the  electric  power  to  be  supplied  from 
more  fuel-efficient  generating  units.  Energy-management  measures 
are  sometimes  referred  to  as  demand-response  measures. 

7(79)7(21)  Expected  cost  of  an  alternative  resource  plan  is  the  statis- 
tical expectation  of  the  cost  of  implementing  that  plan,  contingent 
upon  the  uncertain  factors  and  associated  [subjective]  probabilities 
[represented  by  chance  nodes  in  the  decision  tree.  4 CSR 
240-22.060  requires  the].  The  utility  [to]  shall  consider  proba- 
ble environmental  costs  as  well  as  direct  utility  costs  in  its  assess- 
ment of  alternative  resource  plans. 

[(20)](22)  Expected  unserved  hours  means  the  statistical  expectation 
of  the  number  of  hours  per  year  that  a utility  will  be  unable  to  sup- 
ply its  native  load  without  importing  emergency  power. 

7(27)  Fixed  cost  margin  means  the  portion  of  electric  energy 
and  demand  rates  that  is  designed  to  recover  all  nonvariable 
costs.] 

(23)  Historical  period  shall  be  the  ten  (10)  most  recent  years  or 
the  period  of  time  used  as  the  basis  of  the  utility’s  forecast, 
whichever  is  longer. 

7(22)7(24)  Implementation  period  means  the  time  interval  between 
the  triennial  compliance  filings  required  of  each  utility  pursuant  to 
4 CSR  240-22.080. 

7(23)7(25)  Implementation  plan  means  descriptions  and  schedules 
for  the  major  tasks  necessary  to  implement  the  preferred  resource 
plan  over  the  implementation  period. 

7(24)  inefficient  energy-related  choice  means  any  decision 
that  causes  the  life-cycle  cost  of  delivering  an  adequate  level 
and  quality  of  end-use  energy  service  to  be  higher  than  it 
would  be  for  an  available  alternative  choice.] 

[(25)  Inefficient  price  means  a price  that  is  not  equal  to  the 
long-run  marginal  cost  of  providing  a good  or  service.] 

(26)  Information  means  any  fact,  relationship,  insight,  estimate,  or 
expert  judgment  that  narrows  the  range  of  uncertainty  surrounding 
key  decision  variables  or  has  the  potential  to  substantially  influence 
or  alter  resource-planning  decisions. 

(27)  Legal  mandates  include  applicable  state  and  federal  execu- 
tive orders,  legislation,  court  decisions,  and  applicable  state  and 
federal  administrative  agency  orders,  rules,  and  regulations 
affecting  electric  utility  loads,  resources,  or  resource  plans. 

7(27)7(28)  Levelized  cost  means  the  dollar  amount  of  a fixed  annual 
payment  for  which  a stream  of  those  payments  over  a specified  peri- 
od of  time  is  equal  to  a specified  present  value  based  on  a specified 


rate  of  interest. 

7(25)7(29)  Life-cycle  cost  means  the  present  worth  of  costs  over  the 
lifetime  of  any  device  or  means  for  delivering  end-use  energy  ser- 
vice. 

7(29)7(30)  Load-building  program  means  an  organized  promotional 
effort  by  the  utility  to  persuade  energy-related  decision-makers  to 
choose  electricity  instead  of  other  forms  of  energy  for  the  provision 
of  energy  service  or  to  persuade  existing  customers  to  increase  their 
use  of  electricity,  either  by  substituting  electricity  for  other  forms  of 
energy  or  by  increasing  the  level  or  variety  of  energy  services  used. 
This  term  is  not  intended  to  include  the  provision  of  technical  or 
engineering  assistance,  information  about  filed  rates  and  tariffs,  or 
other  forms  of  routine  customer  service. 

7(30)  Load  duration  curve  is  a plot  of  ranked  hourly  demand 
versus  the  number  of  hours  in  which  demand  was  greater 
than  or  equal  to  that  value  over  a specified  interval  of  time.] 

[(31 ) Load  factor  means  the  average  demand  over  a specified 
interval  of  time  divided  by  the  maximum  demand  in  the  inter- 
val.] 

[(32) 7(31)  Load  impact  means  the  change  in  energy  usage  and  the 
change  in  diversified  demand  during  a specified  interval  of  time  due 
to  the  implementation  of  a demand-side  [measure  or  program] 
resource. 

7(33)7(32)  Load  profile  means  a plot  of  hourly  demand  versus 
chronological  hour  of  the  day  from  the  hour  ending  1:00  a. m.  to  the 
hour  ending  12:00  midnight. 

7(34)7(33)  Load-research  data  means  major  class  level  average 
hourly  demands  (kWhs  per  hour)  derived  from  the  metered  instanta- 
neous demand  for  each  customer  in  the  load-research  sample. 

7(35)  Load-research  estimates,  or  class  hourly  loads,  or  class 
load  estimates  means  the  statistical  expectation  of  the  aver- 
age hourly  demands  for  each  major  class  derived  from  the 
load-research  data  for  that  class.] 

[(36)  Load-research  sample  means  a subset  of  utility  cus- 
tomers from  each  major  class  whose  demands  are  metered 
to  provide  statistical  estimates  of  class  hourly  loads  to  a 
specified  level  of  accuracy. ] 

7(37)7(34)  Long  run  means  an  analytical  framework  within  which  all 
factors  of  production  are  variable. 

7(35)7(35)  Lost  [margin  or  lost]  revenues  means  the  reduction 
between  rate  cases  in  billed  demand  (kW)  and  energy  (kWh)  due  to 
installed  demand-side  measures,  multiplied  by  the  fixed-cost  margin 
of  the  appropriate  rate  component. 

(36)  Major  class  is  a cost-of-service  class  of  the  utility. 

7(39)7(37)  Market  imperfection  means  any  factor  or  situation  that 
contributes  to  inefficient  energy-related  choices  by  decision-makers, 
including  at  least7— 7: 

(A)  Inadequate  information  about  costs,  performance,  and  benefits 
of  end-use  measures; 

(B)  Inadequate  marketing  infrastructure  or  delivery  channels  for 
end-use  measures; 

(C)  Inadequate  financing  options  for  end-use  measures; 

(D)  Mismatched  economic  incentives  resulting  from  situations 
where  the  person  who  pays  the  initial  cost  of  an  efficiency  investment 
is  different  from  the  person  who  pays  the  operating  costs  associated 
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with  the  chosen  efficiency  level; 

(E)  Ineffective  economic  incentives  when  decision-makers  give 
low  priority  to  energy-related  choices  because  they  have  a short-term 
ownership  perspective  or  because  energy  costs  are  a relatively  small 
share  of  the  total  cost  structure  (for  businesses)  or  of  the  total  bud- 
get (for  households);  or 

(F)  Inefficient  pricing  of  energy  supplies. 

[(40) 7(38)  Market  segment  means  any  subgroup  of  utility  customers 
(or  other  energy-related  decision-makers)  which  has  some  or  all  of 
the  following  characteristics  in  common:  they  have  a similar  mix  of 
end-use  energy  service  needs,  they  are  subject  to  a similar  array  of 
market  imperfections  that  tend  to  inhibit  efficient  energy-related 
choices,  they  have  similar  values  and  priorities  concerning  energy- 
related  choices,  or  the  utility  has  access  to  them  through  similar 
channels  or  modes  of  communication. 

[(4  7)7(39)  Nominal  dollars  means  future  or  then-current  dollar  val- 
ues that  are  not  adjusted  to  remove  the  effects  of  anticipated  infla- 
tion. 

[(42)](40)  Participant  means  an  energy-related  decision-maker  who 
implements  one  (1)  or  more  end-use  measures  as  a direct  result  of  a 
demand-side  program. 

[(43) 7(41)  Planning  horizon  means  a future  time  period  of  at  least 
twenty  (20)  years’  duration  over  which  the  costs  and  benefits  of  alter- 
native resource  plans  are  evaluated. 

(42)  Plot  means  a graphical  representation  to  present  data.  Each 
plot  shall  be  labeled  as  a stand-alone  figure,  whose  axes  shall  be 
labeled  with  units.  The  data  presented  in  each  plot  also  shall  be 
provided  in  tabular  form  in  the  technical  volumes  and  in  work- 
papers.  Data  tables  will  be  labeled,  including  the  identification  of 
the  corresponding  plot.  The  plots  and  data  tables  shall  be  num- 
bered, referenced,  and  explained  in  the  text  of  the  technical  vol- 
umes and  in  workpapers. 

(43)  Potential  resource  options  are  all  of  the  resources  in  the  com- 
prehensive set  of  demand-side  resources  that  shall  be  considered 
pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.050(1)  and  in  the  comprehensive  set  of 
supply-side  resources  that  shall  be  considered  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.040(1). 

(44)  Preferred  resource  plan  means  the  resource  plan  that  is  con- 
tained in  the  resource  acquisition  strategy  that  has  most  recently  been 
adopted  by  the  utility  decision-maker(s)  for  implementation  by  the 
electric  utility. 

[(45)  Probable  environmental  benefits  test  is  a test  of  the 
cost-effectiveness  of  end-use  measures  that  uses  the  sum 
of  avoided  utility  costs  and  avoided  probable  environmental 
costs  to  quantify  the  savings  obtained  by  substituting  the 
end-use  measure  for  supply  resources.] 

[(46)J(45)  Probable  environmental  cost  means  the  expected  cost  to 
the  utility  of  complying  with  new  or  additional  environmental  [laws, 
regulations]  legal  mandates,  taxes,  or  other  requirements  that,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  utility  decision-makers  [judge],  may  be 
imposed  at  some  point  within  the  planning  horizon  which  would 
result  in  compliance  costs  that  could  have  a significant  impact  on 
utility  rates. 

(46)  Public  counsel  means  the  public  counsel  of  the  state  of 
Missouri  or  their  designated  representative. 

(47)  Realistic  achievable  potential  of  a demand-side  candidate 
resource  option  or  portfolio  is  an  estimate  of  the  load  impact  that 


would  occur  if  that  resource  option  or  portfolio  were  implement- 
ed in  amounts  consistent  with  the  most  aggressive  cost-effective 
implementation  of  the  resource  option  or  portfolio  considered  by 
the  utility. 

(48)  Renewable  energy  means  electricity  generated  from  a source 
that  is  classified  as  a renewable  energy  source  under  a state  or 
federal  renewable  energy  standard  to  which  the  utility  is  subject. 

[(47)](49)  Resource  acquisition  strategy  means  a preferred  resource 
plan,  an  implementation  plan  [and],  a set  of  contingency  [options 
for  responding  to]  resource  plans,  and  the  events  or  circum- 
stances that  would  [render  the  preferred  plan  obsolete.]  result  in 
the  utility  moving  to  each  contingency  resource  plan.  It  includes 
the  type,  estimated  size,  and  timing  of  resources  that  the  utility 
plans  to  achieve  in  its  preferred  resource  plan. 

[(48)](50)  Resource  plan  means  a particular  combination  of  demand- 
side  and  supply-side  resources  to  be  acquired  according  to  a speci- 
fied schedule  over  the  planning  horizon. 

[(49) 7(51)  Resource  planning  means  the  process  by  which  an  elec- 
tric utility  evaluates  and  chooses  the  appropriate  mix  and  schedule  of 
supply-side  [and],  demand-side,  and  distribution  and  transmis- 
sion resource  additions  and  retirements  to  provide  the  public  with 
an  adequate  level,  quality,  and  variety  of  end-use  energy  services. 

[(50)  Screening  test  or  cost-effectiveness  test  means  the 
probable  environmental  benefits  test  for  demand-side  mea- 
sures and  the  total  resource  cost  test  for  demand-side  pro- 
grams.] 

(52)  RTO  means  Regional  Transmission  Organization. 

(53)  Special  contemporary  issues  means  a written  list  of  issues 
prepared  by  commission  staff  with  input  from  public  counsel  and 
intervenors  that  are  evolving  new  issues,  which  may  not  otherwise 
have  been  addressed  by  the  utility  or  continuations  of  unresolved 
issues  from  the  preceding  triennial  compliance  filing  or  annual 
update  filing.  Each  utility  shall  evaluate  and  incorporate  special 
contemporary  issues  in  its  next  triennial  compliance  filing  or 
annual  update  filing. 

(54)  Stakeholder  group  means— 

(A)  Staff,  public  counsel,  and  any  person  or  entity  granted 
intervention  in  a prior  chapter  22  proceeding  of  the  electric  util- 
ity. Such  persons  or  entities  shall  be  a party  to  any  subsequent 
related  chapter  22  proceeding  of  the  electric  utility  without  the 
necessity  of  applying  to  the  commission  for  intervention;  and 

(B)  Any  person  or  entity  granted  intervention  in  a current 
chapter  22  proceeding  of  the  electric  utility. 

7(57)7(55)  Subjective  probability  means  the  judgmental  likelihood 
that  the  outcome  [represented  by  each  branch  of  a chance 
node]  will  actually  occur.  [The  sum  of  the  probabilities  associ- 
ated with  the  branches  of  a single  chance  node  must  equal 
one  (1).  This  means  that  the  specified  set  of  potential  out- 
comes must  be  exhaustive  and  mutually  exclusive.] 

[(52)  Sulfur  dioxide  emission  allowance  is  an  authorization  to 
emit,  during  or  after  a specified  calendar  year,  one  (7)  ton  of 
sulfur  dioxide,  as  defined  in  Title  IV  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments  of  1990,  42  USC  7651a(3)J 

[(53) 7(56)  Supply-side  resource  or  supply  resource  means  any 
device  or  method  by  which  the  electric  utility  can  provide  to  its  cus- 
tomers an  adequate  level  and  quality  of  electric  power  supply. 
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[(54)] (SI)  Technical  potential  of  a demand-side  candidate  resource 
option  or  portfolio  is  an  [end-use  measure  is  an]  estimate  of  the 
load  impact  that  would  occur  if  that  [measure]  resource  option  or 
portfolio  were  [installed]  implemented  at  every  location  in  the  util- 
ity’s service  territory  where  the  [measure]  resource  option  or 
portfolio  is  technically  feasible  but  has  not  yet  been  [installed] 
implemented. 

[(55)[(5 8)  Total  resource  cost  test  is  a test  of  the  cost-effectiveness 
of  demand-side  programs  or  demand-side  rates  that  compares  the 
sum  of  avoided  utility  costs  plus  avoided  probable  environmental 
costs  to  the  sum  of  all  incremental  costs  [of]  related  to  the  end-use 
measures  that  are  implemented  due  to  the  program  or  related  to  the 
rates  (including  both  utility  and  participant  contributions),  plus  util- 
ity costs  to  administer,  deliver,  and  evaluate  each  demand-side  pro- 
gram or  demand-side  rate  to  quantify  the  net  savings  obtained  by 
substituting  the  demand-side  program  or  demand-side  rate  for  sup- 
ply-side resources. 

[(56)J(S9)  Uncertain  factor  means  any  event,  circumstance,  situa- 
tion, relationship,  causal  linkage,  price,  cost,  value,  response,  or 
other  relevant  quantity  which  can  materially  affect  the  outcome  of 
resource  planning  decisions,  about  which  utility  planners  and  deci- 
sion-makers have  incomplete  or  inadequate  information  at  the  time  a 
decision  must  be  made. 

[(57) 7(60)  Utility  costs  are  the  costs  of  operating  the  utility  system 
and  developing  and  implementing  a resource  plan  that  are  incurred 
and  paid  by  the  utility.  On  an  annual  basis,  utility  cost  is  synonymous 
with  utility  revenue  requirement. 

[(58) 7(61)  The  utility  cost  test  is  a test  of  the  cost-effectiveness  of 
demand-side  programs  or  demand-side  rates  that  compares  the 
avoided  utility  costs  to  the  sum  of  all  utility  incentive  payments,  plus 
utility  costs  to  administer,  deliver,  and  evaluate  each  demand-side 
program  or  demand-side  rate  to  quantify  the  net  savings  obtained 
by  substituting  the  demand-side  program  or  demand-side  rate  for 
supply-side  resources. 

[(59)  The  utility  benefits  test  is  a test  of  the  cost-effective- 
ness of  end-use  measures  that  uses  avoided  utility  costs  to 
quantify  the  savings  obtained  by  substituting  the  end-use 
measure  for  supply  resources.] 

[(60)](62)  Utility  discount  rate  means  the  post-tax  rate  of  return  on 
net  investment  used  to  calculate  the  utility’s  annual  revenue  require- 
ments. 

[(61)1(63)  Weather  measure  means  a function  of  daily  temperature 
data  that  reflects  the  observed  relationship  between  electric  load  and 
temperature. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [ 1986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 


received  at  the  commission ’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission 's  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-filing-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1)  of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Services  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 

Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.030  Load  Analysis  and  Load  Forecasting.  The  com- 
mission is  amending  the  title,  adding  new  sections  (1),  (5),  (6),  and 
(8),  deleting  sections  (4),  (6),  and  (7),  and  amending  and  renumber- 
ing the  remaining  sections. 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  allows  the  electric  utilities 
more  discretion  in  choosing  their  load  forecasting  methodology  spec- 
ifications while  retaining  the  criteria  needed  for  an  accurate  forecast. 
It  also  sets  out  what  data  needs  to  be  consistent  between  the  utility ’s 
load  forecast  and  the  utility’s  demand-side  resource  analysis. 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  sets  minimum  standards  for  the  maintenance 
and  updating  of  historical  data,  the  le\>el  of  detail  required  in  ana- 
lyzing [and  forecasting]  loads,  and  the  purposes  to  be  accom- 
plished by  load  analysis  and  by  load  forecast  models.  The  load 
analysis  discussed  in  this  rule  is  intended  to  support  both  demand- 
side  management  efforts  of  4 CSR  240-22.050  and  the  load  forecast 
models  of  this  rule.  This  rule  also  sets  the  minimum  standards  for 
the  documentation  of  the  inputs,  components,  and  methods  used  to 
derive  the  load  forecasts. 

(1)  Selecting  Load  Analysis  Methods.  The  utility  may  choose  mul- 
tiple methods  of  load  analysis  if  it  deems  doing  so  is  necessary  to 
achieve  all  of  the  purposes  of  load  analysis  and  if  the  methods  are 
consistent  with,  and  calibrated  to,  one  another.  The  utility  shall 
describe  and  document  its  intended  purposes  for  load  analysis 
methods,  why  the  selected  load  analysis  methods  best  fulfill  those 
purposes,  and  how  the  load  analysis  methods  are  consistent  with 
one  another  and  with  the  end-use  consumption  data  used  in  the 
demand-side  analysis  as  described  in  4 CSR  240-22.050.  At  a 
minimum,  the  load  analysis  methods  shall  be  selected  to  achieve 
the  following  purposes: 

(A)  To  identify  end-use  measures  that  may  be  potential 
demand-side  resources,  generally,  those  end-use  measures  with 
an  opportunity  for  energy  and/or  demand  savings; 

(B)  To  derive  a data  set  of  historical  values  from  load  research 
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that  can  be  used  as  dependent  and  independent  variables  in  the 
load  forecasts; 

(C)  To  facilitate  the  analysis  of  impacts  of  implemented 
demand-side  programs  and  demand-side  rates  on  the  load  fore- 
casts and  to  augment  measurement  of  the  effectiveness  of 
demand-side  resources  necessary  for  4 CSR  240-22.070(8)  in  the 
evaluation  of  the  performance  of  the  demand-side  programs  or 
rates  after  they  are  implemented;  and 

(D)  To  preserve,  in  a historical  database,  the  results  of  the  load 
analysis  used  to  perform  the  demand-side  analysis  as  described 
in  4 CSR  240-22.050,  and  the  load  forecasting  described  in  4 
CSR  240-22.030. 

[(1)](2)  Historical  Data/  6 /base  for  Load  Analysis.  The  utility  shall 
develop  and  maintain  data  on  the  actual  historical  patterns  of  energy 
usage  within  its  service  territory.  The  following  information  shall  be 
maintained  and  updated  on  an  ongoing  basis  and  described  and  doc- 
umented in  the  triennial  compliance  filings: 

(A)  Customer  Class  Detail.  [The]  At  a minimum,  the  historical 
data/  /base  shall  be  maintained  for  each  of  the  [following]  major 
classes/;  residential,  commercial,  industrial,  interruptible  and 
other  classes  that  may  be  required  for  forecasting  (for  exam- 
ple, large  power,  wholesale,  outdoor  lighting  and  public 
authorities). 

1 . Taking  into  account  the  requirement  for  an  unbiased 
forecast  as  well  as  the  cost  of  developing  data  at  the  sub- 
class level,  the  utility  shall  determine  what  level  of  subclass 
detail  is  required  for  forecasting  and  what  methods  to  use  in 
gathering  subclass  information  for  each  major  class. 

2.  The  utility  shall  consider  the  following  categories  of 
subclasses:  for  residential,  dwelling  type;  for  commercial, 
building  or  business  type;  and  for  industrial,  product  type.  If 
the  utility  uses  subclasses  which  do  not  fit  into  these  cate- 
gories, it  must  explain  the  reasons  for  its  choice  of  sub- 
classes]: 

(B)  Load  Data  Detail.  The  historical  load  data/ /base  shall  contain 
the  following  data: 

1.  For  each  jurisdiction  [under  which  the  utility  has  rates 
established  and]  for  which  it  prepares  customer  and  energy  and 
demand  forecasts,  for  each  major  class,  [and]  to  the  [extent  data 
is  required  to  support  the  detail  specified  in  paragraph 
(1)(A)1.,  for  each  subclass,]  actual  monthly  energy  usage  and 
number  of  customers  and  weather-normalized  monthly  energy  usage; 

2.  For  each  jurisdiction  and  major  class,  estimated  actual  and 
weather-normalized  demands  at  the  time  of  monthly  system  peaks; 
and 

3.  For  the  system,  actual  and  weather-normalized  hourly  net 
system  load; 

(C)  Load  Component  Detail.  The  historical  data/  /base  for  major 
class  monthly  energy  usage  and  demands  at  time  of  monthly  peaks 
shall  be  disaggregated  into  a number-of-units  component  and  a [use 
kilowatt-hour  (kWh)  per  unit]  use-per-unit  component,  for  both 
actual  and  weather-normalized  loads. 

1.  [Typical  units  for  the  major  classes  are— residential, 
number  of  customers;  commercial,  square  feet  of  floor 
space  or  commercial  employment  level;  and  industrial,  pro- 
duction output  or  employment  level,  if  the  utility  uses  a dif- 
ferent unit  measure,  it  must  explain  the  reason  for  choosing 
different  units.]  The  number-of-units  component  shall  be  the 
number  of  customers,  square  feet,  devices,  or  other  units  as 
appropriate  to  the  customer  class  and  the  load  analysis  method 
selected  by  the  utility.  The  utility  shall  select  the  units  component 
with  the  intent  of  providing  meaningful  load  analysis  for 
demand-side  analysis  and  maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  data- 
base over  time. 

2.  The  utility  shall  develop  and  implement  a procedure  to  rou- 
tinely measure  and  regularly  update  estimates  of  the  effect  of  depar- 
tures from  normal  weather  on  class  and  system  electric  loads. 


[A.] The  estimates  of  the  effect  of  weather  on  historical 
major  class  and  system  loads  shall  incorporate  the  nonlinear 
response  of  loads  to  daily  weather  and  seasonal  variations  in  loads. 

[B.  For  at  least  the  base  year  of  the  forecast,  the  util- 
ity shall  estimate  the  cooling,  heating  and  nonweather-sen- 
sitive  components  of  the  weather-normalized  major  class 
loads.] 

[C.]3.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  the  methods 
used  to  develop  weather  measures  and  the  methods  used  to  estimate 
the  effect  of  weather  on  electric  loads.  If  statistical  models  are  used, 
the  documentation  shall  include  at  least:  the  functional  form  of  the 
models;  the  estimation  techniques  employed;  [the  data  used  to 
estimate  the  models,  including  the  development  of  model 
input  data  from  basic  data;]  and  the  relevant  statistical  results  of 
the  models,  including  parameter  estimates  and  tests  of  statistical  sig- 
nificance/; and].  The  data  used  to  estimate  the  models,  including 
the  development  of  model  input  data  from  basic  data,  shall  be 
included  in  the  workpapers  supplied  at  the  time  the  compliance 
report  is  filed; 

[(D)  Length  of  Data  Base.  Once  the  utility  has  developed 
the  historical  data  base,  it  shall  retain  that  data  base  for  the 
ten  (10)  most  recent  years  or  for  the  period  of  time  used  as 
the  basis  of  the  utility's  forecast,  whichever  is  longer. 

1 . The  development  of  actual  and  weather-normalized 
monthly  class  and  system  energy  usage  and  actual  hourly 
net  system  loads  shall  start  from  January  1982  or  for  the 
period  of  time  used  as  the  basis  of  the  utility's  forecast  of 
these  loads,  whichever  is  longer. 

2.  Estimated  actual  and  weather-normalized  class  and 
system  monthly  demands  at  the  time  of  the  system  peak 
and  weather-normalized  hourly  system  loads  shall  start  from 
January  1990  or  for  the  period  of  time  used  as  the  basis  of 
the  utility's  forecast  of  these  loads,  whichever  is  longer.]  (D) 
For  each  major  class  specified  pursuant  to  subsection  (2)(A),  the 
utility  shall  provide,  on  a seasonal  and  annual  basis  for  each  year 
of  the  historical  period— 

1.  Its  assessment  of  the  historical  end-use  drivers  of  energy 
usage  and  peak  demand,  including  trends  in  numbers  of  units 
and  energy  consumption  per  unit; 

2.  Its  assessment  of  the  weather  sensitivity  of  energy  and 
peak  demand;  and 

3.  Plots  illustrating  trends  materially  affecting  electricity 
consumption  over  the  historical  period; 

(E)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  any  adjustments 
that  it  made  to  historical  data  prior  to  using  it  in  its  development 
or  interpretation  of  the  forecasting  models;  and 

(F)  Length  of  Historical  Database.  The  utility  shall  develop  and 
retain  the  historical  database  over  the  historical  period. 

[(2)](3)  Analysis  of  Number  of  Units.  For  each  major  class  [or  sub- 
class], the  utility  shall  [analyze]  describe  and  document  its  analy- 
sis of  the  historical  relationship  between  the  number  of  units  and  the 
economic  and/or  demographic  factors  ([driver]  explanatory  vari- 
ables) that  affect  the  number  of  units  for  that  major  class  [or  sub- 
class. These].  The  analysis  may  incorporate  or  substitute  the 
results  of  secondary  analyses,  with  the  proviso  that  the  utility 
analyze  and  verify  the  applicability  of  those  results  to  its  service 
territory.  If  the  utility  develops  primary  analyses,  or  to  the  extent 
they  are  available  from  secondary  analyses,  these  relationships 
shall  be  specified  as  statistical  or  mathematical  models  that  relate  the 
number  of  units  to  the  [driver]  explanatory  variables. 

(A)  Choice  of  [Driver]  Explanatory  Variables.  The  utility  shall 
identify  appropriate  [driver]  explanatory  variables  as  predictors  of 
the  number  of  units  for  each  major  class  [or  subclass] . The  critical 
assumptions  that  influence  the  [driver]  explanatory  variables  shall 
also  be  identified  and  documented. 

(B)  Documentation  of  statistical  models  shall  include  the  elements 
specified  in  [subparagraph  (1)(C)2.C.J  subsection  (2)(C)  of  this 
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rule.  Documentation  of  mathematical  models  shall  include  a specifi- 
cation of  the  functional  form  of  the  equations  if  the  utility  develops 
primary  analyses,  or  to  the  extent  they  are  available  if  the  utility 
incorporates  secondary  analyses. 

[(C)  Where  the  utility  has  modeled  the  relationship 
between  the  number  of  units  and  the  driver  variables  for  a 
major  class,  but  not  for  subclasses  within  that  major  class, 
it  shall  consider  how  a change  in  the  subclass  shares  of 
major  class  units  could  affect  the  major  class  forecast.] 

[( 317(4 ) Analysis  of  Use  Per  Unit.  For  each  major  class,  the  utility 
shall  [analyze]  describe  and  document  its  analysis  of  historical  use 
per  unit  by  end  use. 

(A)  End-Use  Load  Detail.  For  each  major  class,  use  per  unit  shall 
be  disaggregated  [by  end  use],  where  information  permits/-. 

7.  Where  applicable  for  each  major  class],  by  end-uses 
that  contribute  significantly  to  energy  use  [information  shall  be 
developed  for  at  least  lighting,  process  equipment,  space 
cooling,  space  heating,  water  heating  and  refrigeration.]  or 
peak  demand. 

1.  The  utility  shall  consider  developing  information  on  at 
least  the  following  end-use  loads: 

A.  For  the  residential  sector:  lighting,  space  cooling,  space 
heating,  ventilation,  water  heating,  refrigerators,  freezers,  cook- 
ing, clothes  washers,  clothes  dryers,  television,  personal  comput- 
ers, furnace  fans,  plug  loads,  and  other  uses; 

B.  For  the  commercial  sector:  space  heat,  space  cooling, 
ventilation,  water  heat,  refrigeration,  lighting,  office  equipment, 
cooking  equipment,  and  other  uses;  and 

C.  For  the  industrial  sector:  machine  drives,  space  heat, 
space  cooling,  ventilation,  lighting,  process  heating,  and  other 
uses. 

2.  The  utility  may  modify  the  end-use  loads  specified  in 
paragraph  (4)(A)1. 

A.  The  utility  may  remove  or  consolidate  the  specified 
end-use  loads  if  it  determines  that  a specified  end-use  load  is  not 
contributing,  and  is  not  likely  to  contribute  in  the  future,  signif- 
icantly to  energy  use  or  peak  demand  in  a major  class. 

B.  The  utility  shall  add  to  the  specified  end-use  loads  if  it 
determines  that  an  end-use  load  currently  not  specified  is  likely 
to  contribute  significantly  to  energy  use  or  peak  demand  in  a 
major  class. 

C.  The  utility  shall  provide  documentation  of  its  decision 
to  modify  the  specified  end-use  loads  for  which  information  is 
developed,  as  well  as  an  assessment  of  how  the  modifications  can 
be  made  to  best  preserve  the  continuity  and  integrity  of  the  end- 
use  load  database. 

[2. 13.  For  each  major  class  and  each  end-use  load,  including 
those  listed  in  paragraph  [(3)](4)(A)1.,  if  information  is  not  avail- 
able, the  utility  shall  provide  a schedule  for  acquiring  this  end-use 
load  information  or  demonstrate  that  either  the  expected  costs  of 
acquisition  were  found  to  outweigh  the  expected  benefits  over  the 
planning  horizon  or  that  gathering  the  end-use  load  information  has 
proven  to  be  infeasible. 

[3.  If  the  utility  has  not  yet  acquired  end-use  informa- 
tion on  space  cooling  or  space  heating  for  a major  class,  the] 

4.  The  utility  shall  determine  the  effect  that  weather  has  on  the 
total  load  of  [that]  each  major  class  by  disaggregating  the  load  into 
its  cooling,  heating,  and  non-weather-sensitive  components.  If  the 
cooling  or  heating  components  are  a significant  portion  of  the  total 
load  of  the  major  class,  then  the  cooling  or  heating  components  of 
that  load  shall  be  designated  as  end  uses  for  that  major  class. 

[4.  The  difference  between  the  total  load  of  a major 
class  and  all  end  uses  for  which  the  utility  has  acquired  end- 
use  information  shall  be  designated  as  an  end  use  for  that 
major  class.] 

(B)  The  database  and  historical  analysis  required  for  each  end  use 
shall  be  developed  from  a utility-specific  survey  or  other  prima- 


ry data.  The  database  and  analysis  may  incorporate  or  substitute 
the  results  of  secondary  data,  with  the  proviso  that  the  utility 
analyze  and  verify  the  applicability  of  those  results  to  its  service 
territory.  The  database  and  historical  analysis  required  for  each 
end  use  shall  include  at  least  the  following: 

1.  Measures  of  the  stock  of  energy -using  capital  goods.  For 
each  major  class  and  end-use  load  identified  in  subsection  (4)(A), 
the  utility  shall  implement  a procedure  to  develop  and  maintain  [sur- 
vey] adequate  data  on  the  energy-related  characteristics  of  the 
building,  appliance,  and  equipment  stock  including  saturation  levels, 
efficiency  levels,  and  sizes,  where  applicable.  The  utility  shall  update 
[these  surveys]  the  data  before  each  [scheduled]  triennial  com- 
pliance filing  [pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22. 0801:  and 

2.  Estimates  of  end-use  energy  and  demand.  For  [each]  the 
end-use  loads  identified  in  subsection  (4) (A),  the  utility  shall  esti- 
mate [end-use]  monthly  energies  and  demands  at  the  time  of 
monthly  system  peaks  and  shall  calibrate  these  energies  and  demands 
to  equal  the  weather-normalized  monthly  energies  and  demands  at 
the  time  of  monthly  peaks  for  each  major  class  for  the  most  recent- 
ly available  data. 

[(4)  Analysis  of  Load  Profiles.  The  utility  shall  develop  a con- 
sistent set  of  daily  load  profiles  for  the  most  recent  year  for 
which  data  is  available.  For  each  month,  load  profiles  shall 
be  developed  for  a peak  weekday,  a representative  of  at  least 
one  (!)  weekday  and  a representative  of  at  least  one  (1) 
weekend  day. 

(A)  Load  profiles  for  each  day  type  shall  be  developed  for 
each  end  use,  for  each  major  class  and  for  the  net  system 
load. 

(B)  For  each  day  type,  the  estimated  end-use  load  profiles 
shall  be  calibrated  to  sum  to  the  estimated  major  class  load 
profiles  and  the  estimated  major  class  load  profiles  shall  be 
calibrated  to  sum  to  the  net  system  toad  profiles.] 

(5)  Selecting  Load  Forecasting  Models.  The  utility  shall  select 
load  forecast  models  and  develop  the  historical  database  needed 
to  support  the  selected  models.  The  selected  load  forecast  mod- 
els will  include  a method  of  end-use  load  analysis  for  at  least  the 
residential  and  small  commercial  classes,  unless  the  utility 
demonstrates  that  end-use  load  methods  are  not  practicable  and 
provides  documentation  that  other  methods  are  at  a minimum 
comparable  to  end-use  methods.  The  utility  may  choose  multiple 
models  and  methods  if  it  deems  doing  so  is  necessary  to  achieve 
all  of  the  purposes  of  load  forecasting  and  if  the  methods  and 
models  are  consistent  with,  and  calibrated  to,  one  another.  The 
utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  intended  purposes  for  load 
forecast  models,  why  the  selected  load  forecast  models  best  fulfill 
those  purposes,  and  how  the  load  forecast  models  are  consistent 
with  one  another  and  with  the  end-use  usage  data  used  in  the 
demand-side  analysis  as  described  in  4 CSR  240-22.050.  As  a 
minimum,  the  load  forecast  models  shall  be  selected  to  achieve 
the  following  purposes: 

(A)  Assessment  of  consumption  drivers  and  customer  usage 
patterns— to  better  understand  customer  preferences  and  their 
impacts  on  future  energy  and  demand  requirements,  including 
weather  sensitivity  of  load; 

(B)  Long-term  load  forecasts— to  serve  as  a basis  for  planning 
capacity  and  energy  service  needs.  This  can  be  served  by  any 
forecasting  method  or  methods  that  produce  reasonable  projec- 
tions (based  on  comparing  model  projections  of  loads  to  actual 
loads)  of  future  demand  and  energy  loads; 

(C)  Policy  analysis— to  assess  the  impact  of  legal  mandates, 
economic  policies,  and  rate  designs  on  future  energy  and  demand 
requirements.  The  utility  may  use  any  load  forecasting  method  or 
methods  that  it  demonstrates  can  adequately  analyze  the  impacts 
of  legal  mandates,  economic  policies,  and  rate  designs. 
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(6)  Load  Forecasting  Model  Specifications. 

(A)  For  each  load  forecasting  model  selected  by  the  utility  pur- 
suant to  section  4 CSR  240-22.030(5),  the  utility  shall  describe 
and  document  its — 

1.  Determination  of  appropriate  independent  variables  as 
predictors  of  energy  and  peak  demand  for  each  major  class.  The 
critical  assumptions  that  influence  the  independent  variables 
shall  also  be  identified. 

A.  The  utility  shall  assess  the  applicability  of  the  histori- 
cal explanatory  variables  pursuant  to  subsection  (3)  (A)  to  its 
selected  forecast  model. 

B.  To  the  extent  that  the  independent  variables  selected  by 
the  utility  differ  from  the  historical  explanatory  variables,  the 
utility  shall  describe  and  document  those  differences; 

2.  Development  of  any  mathematical  or  statistical  equations 
comprising  the  load  forecast  models,  including  a specification  of 
the  functional  form  of  the  equations;  and 

3.  Assessment  of  the  applicability  of  any  load  forecast  mod- 
els or  portions  of  models  that  were  utilized  by  the  utility  but 
developed  by  others,  including  a specification  of  the  functional 
forms  of  any  equations  or  models,  to  the  extent  they  are  available. 

(B)  If  the  utility  selects  load  forecast  models  that  include  end- 
use  load  methods,  the  utility  shall  describe  and  document  any 
deviations  in  the  independent  variables  or  functional  forms  of  the 
equations  from  those  derived  from  load  analysis  in  sections  (3) 
and  (4). 

(C)  Historical  Database  for  Load  Forecasting.  In  addition  to 
the  load  analysis  database,  the  utility  shall  develop  and  maintain 
a database  consistent  with  and  as  needed  to  run  each  forecast 
model  utilized  by  the  utility.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  docu- 
ment its  load  forecasting  historical  database  in  the  triennial  com- 
pliance filings.  As  a minimum,  the  utility  shall — 

1.  Develop  and  maintain  a data  set  of  historical  values  for 
each  independent  variable  of  each  forecast  model.  The  historical 
values  for  each  independent  variable  shall  be  collected  for  a peri- 
od of  ten  (10)  years,  or  such  period  deemed  sufficient  to  allow  the 
independent  variables  to  be  accurately  forecasted  over  the  entire 
planning  horizon; 

2.  Explain  any  adjustments  that  it  made  to  historical  data 
prior  to  using  it  in  its  development  of  the  forecasting  models; 

3.  Archive  previous  projections  of  all  independent  variables 
used  in  the  energy  usage  and  peak  load  forecasts  made  in  at  least 
the  past  ten  (10)  years  and  provide  a comparison  of  the  historical 
projected  values  in  prior  plan  filings  to  actual  historical  values 
and  to  projected  values  in  the  current  compliance  filing;  and 

4.  Archive  all  previous  forecasts  of  energy  and  peak 
demand,  including  the  final  data  sets  used  to  develop  the  fore- 
casts, made  in  at  least  the  past  ten  (10)  years.  Provide  a compar- 
ison of  the  historical  final  forecasts  to  the  actual  historical  ener- 
gy and  peak  demands  and  to  the  current  forecasts  in  the  current 
triennial  compliance  filing. 

[(5)](1)  Base-Case  Load  Forecast.  The  utility’s  base-case  load  fore- 
cast shall  be  based  on  projections  of  the  [major  economic  and 
demographic  driver]  independent  variables  that  utility  decision- 
makers believe  to  be  most  likely.  All  components  of  the  base-case 
load  forecast  shall  [be  based  on  the  assumption  of]  assume  nor- 
mal weather  conditions.  The  load  impacts  of  implemented  demand- 
side  programs  and  rates  shall  be  incorporated  in  the  base-case  load 
forecast,  but  the  load  impacts  of  proposed  demand-side  programs 
and  rates  shall  not  be  included  in  the  base-case  forecast. 

(A)  [Customer]  Major  Class  and  Total  Load  Detail.  The  utility 
shall  produce  forecasts  of  monthly  energy  usage  and  demands  at  the 
time  of  the  summer  and  winter  system  peaks  by  major  class  for  each 
year  of  the  planning  horizon/.  Where  the  utility  anticipates  that 
jurisdictional  levels  of  forecasts  will  be  required  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  a specific  state,  then  the  utility  shall  deter- 
mine a procedure  by  which  the  major  class  forecasts  can  be 


separated  by  jurisdictional  component. 

(B)  Load  Component  Detail.  For  each  major  class,  the  util- 
ity shall  produce  separate  forecasts  of  the  number  of  units 
and  use  per  unit  components  based  on  the  analysis 
described  in  sections  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  rule. 

1 . Number  of  units  forecast.  The  utility's  forecast  of 
number  of  units  for  each  major  class  shall  be  based  on  the 
analysis  of  the  relationship  between  number  of  units  and  dri- 
ver variables  described  in  section  (2).  Where  judgment  has 
been  applied  to  modify  the  results  of  a statistical  or  mathe- 
matical model,  the  utility  shall  specify  the  factors  which 
caused  the  modification  and  shall  explain  how  those  factors 
were  quantified. 

A.  The  forecasts  of  the  driver  variables  shall  be  spec- 
ified and  clearly  documented.  These  forecasts  shall  be  com- 
pared to  historical  trends  and  significant  differences 
between  the  forecasts  and  long-term  and  recent  trends  shall 
be  analyzed  and  explained. 

B.  The  forecasts  of  the  number  of  units  for  each  major 
class  shall  be  compared  to  historical  trends.  Significant  dif- 
ferences between  the  forecasts  and  long-term  and  recent 
trends  shall  be  analyzed  and  explained. 

2.  Use  per  unit  forecast.  The  utility's  forecast  of  month- 
ly energy  usage  per  unit  and  seasonal  peak  demands  per 
unit  for  each  major  class  shall  be  based  on  the  analysis 
described  in  section  (3). 

A.  The  forecasts  of  the  driver  variables  for  the  use  per 
unit  shall  be  specified.],  and  shall  describe  and  document  those 
forecasts  in  its  triennial  compliance  filings.  Where  applicable, 
these  major  class  forecasts  shall  be  separated  into  their  jurisdic- 
tional components. 

1.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  how  the  [forecast 
of  use  per  unit  has]  base-case  forecasts  of  energy  usage  and 
demands  have  taken  into  account  the  effects  of  real  prices  of  elec- 
tricity, real  prices  of  competitive  energy  sources,  real  incomes,  and 
any  other  relevant  economic  and  demographic  factors.  If  the 
methodology  does  not  incorporate  economic  and  demographic 
factors,  the  utility  shall  explain  how  it  accounted  for  the  effects 
of  these  factors. 

[B.  End-use  detail.  For  each  major  class  and  for  each 
end  use,  the  utility  shall  forecast  both  monthly  energy  use 
and  demands  at  time  of  the  summer  and  winter  system 
peaks.] 

2.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  how  the  forecasts 
of  energy  usage  and  demands  have  taken  into  account  the  effects 
of  legal  mandates  affecting  the  consumption  of  electricity. 

[C.  The  stock  of  energy-using  capital  goods.  For  each 
end  use  for  which  the  utility  has  developed  measures  of  the 
stock  of  energy-using  capital  goods  and  where  the  utility 
has  determined  that  forecasting  the  use  of  electricity  asso- 
ciated with  these  energy-using  capital  goods  is  cost-effec- 
tive and  feasible,  it  shall  forecast  those  measures  and  docu- 
ment the  relationship  between  the  forecasts  of  the  measures 
to  the  forecasts  of  end-use  energy  and  demands  at  time  of 
the  summer  and  winter  system  peaks.  The  values  of  the  dri- 
ver variables  used  to  generate  forecasts  of  the  measures  of 
the  stock  of  energy-using  capital  goods  shall  be  specified 
and  clearly  documented. 

D.  The  major  class  forecasted  use  per  unit  shall  be 
compared  to  historical  trends  in  weather-normalized  use  per 
unit.  Significant  differences  between  the  forecasts  and  long- 
term and  recent  trends  shall  be  analyzed  and  explained. 

(C)  Net  System  Load  Forecast.  The  utility  shall  produce  a 
forecast  of  net  system  load  profiles  for  each  year  of  the 
planning  horizon.  The  net  system  toad  forecast  shall  be  con- 
sistent with  the  utility's  forecasts  of  monthly  energy  and 
demands  at  time  of  summer  and  winter  system  peaks  for  the 
major  rate  classes .] 
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(6)  Sensitivity  Analysis.  The  utility  shall  analyze  the  sensi- 
tivity of  the  components  of  the  base-case  forecast  for  each 
major  class  to  variations  in  the  key  driver  variables,  including 
the  real  price  of  electricity,  the  real  price  of  competing  fuels 
and  economic  and  demographic  factors  identified  in  section 
(2)  and  subparagraph  (5)(B)2.AJ 

[(7)  High-Case  and  Low-Case  Load  Forecasts.  Based  on  the 
sensitivity  analysis  described  in  section  (6),  the  utility  shall 
produce  at  least  two  (2)  additional  load  forecasts  (a  high- 
growth  case  and  a low-growth  case)  that  bracket  the  base- 
case  load  forecast.  Subjective  probabilities  shall  be  assigned 
to  each  of  the  load  forecast  cases.  These  forecasts  and 
associated  subjective  probabilities  shall  be  used  as  inputs  to 
the  strategic  risk  analysis  required  by  4 CSR  240-22.070.] 

[(8)  Reporting  Requirements.  To  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  rule,  and  pursuant  to  the  require- 
ments of  4 CSR  240-22.080,  the  utility  shall  prepare  a 
report  that  contains  at  least  the  following  information:] 

3.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  how  the  forecasts 
of  energy  usage  and  demands  are  consistent  with  trends  in  his- 
torical consumption  patterns,  end  uses,  and  end-use  efficiency  in 
the  utility’s  service  area  as  identified  pursuant  to  sections  4 CSR 
240-22.030(2),  (3),  and  (4). 

4.  For  at  least  the  base  year  of  the  forecast,  the  utility  shall 
describe  and  document  its  estimates  of  the  monthly  cooling,  heat- 
ing, and  non-weather-sensitive  components  of  the  weather-nor- 
malized major  class  loads. 

5.  Where  judgment  has  been  applied  to  modify  the  results  of 
its  energy  and  peak  forecast  models,  the  utility  shall  describe  and 
document  the  factors  which  caused  the  modification  and  how 
those  factors  were  quantified. 

[(A)  For  each  major  class  specified  in  subsection  (VIA), 
the  utility  shall  provide  plots  of  number  of  units,  energy 
usage  per  unit  and  total  class  energy  usage. 

1 . Plots  shall  be  produced  for  the  summer  period  (June 
through  September),  the  remaining  nonsummer  months  and 
the  calendar  year. 

2.  The  plots  shall  cover  the  historical  data  base  period 
and  the  forecast  period  of  at  least  twenty  (20)  years. 

A.  The  historical  period  shall  include  both  actual  and 
weather-normalized  energy  usage  per  unit  and  total  class 
energy  usage. 

B.  The  plots  for  the  forecast  period  shall  show  each 
end-use  component  of  major  class  energy  usage  per  unit  and 
total  class  energy  usage  for  the  base-case  forecast. 

(B)  For  each  major  class  specified  in  subsection  (1)(A),  the 
utility  shall  provide  plots  of  class  demand  per  unit  and  class 
total  demand  at  time  of  summer  and  winter  system  peak. 
The  plots  shall  cover  the  historical  data  base  period  and  the 
forecast  period  of  at  least  twenty  (20)  years. 

1 . The  plots  for  the  historical  period  shall  include  both 
actual  and  weather-normalized  class  demands  per  unit  and 
total  demands  at  the  time  of  summer  and  winter  system 
peak  demands. 

2.  The  plots  for  the  forecast  period  shall  show  each  end- 
use  component  of  major  class  coincident  demands  per  unit 
and  total  class  coincident  demands  for  the  base-case  fore- 
cast. 

(C)  For  the  forecast  of  class  energy  and  peak  demands, 
the  utility  shall  provide  a summary  of  the  sensitivity  analy- 
sis required  by  section  (6)  of  this  rule  that  shows  how 
changes  in  the  driver  variables  affect  the  forecast. 

(D)  For  the  net  system  load,  the  utility  shall  provide  plots 
of  energy  usage  and  peak  demand. 

1 . The  energy  plots  shall  include  the  summer,  nonsum- 
mer and  total  energy  usage  for  each  calendar  year. 


2.  The  peak  demand  plots  shall  include  the  summer  and 
winter  peak  demands.] 

[3.J6.  For  each  major  class  specified  pursuant  to  subsection 
(2) (A),  the  utility  shall  provide  plots  of  class  monthly  energy  and 
coincident  peak  demand  at  the  time  of  summer  and  winter  sys- 
tem peaks.  The  plots  shall  cover  the  historical  database  period  and 
the  forecast  period  of  at  least  twenty  (20)  years.  The  plots  of  coinci- 
dent peak  demands  for  the  historical  period  shall  include  both  actu- 
al and  weather-normalized  [values]  peak  demands  at  the  time  of 
summer  and  winter  system  peaks.  The  plots  of  coincident  peak 
demand  for  the  forecast  period  shall  [include]  show  the  class  coin- 
cident demands  for  the  base-case/,  low-case  and  high-case  fore- 
casts] forecast  at  the  time  of  summer  and  winter  system  peaks. 

[4.  The  utility  shall  describe  how  the  subjective  proba- 
bilities assigned  to  each  forecast  were  determined. 

(E)  For  each  major  class,  the  utility  shall  provide  estimat- 
ed load  profile  plots  for  the  summer  and  winter  system  peak 
days. 

1 . The  plots  shall  show  each  end-use  component  of  the 
hourly  load  profile. 

2.  The  plots  shall  be  provided  for  the  base  year  of  the 
load  forecast  and  for  the  fifth,  tenth  and  twentieth  years  of 
the  forecast. 

(F)  For  the  net  system  load  profiles,  the  utility  shall  provide 
plots  for  the  summer  peak  day  and  the  winter  peak  day. 

1 . The  plots  shall  show  each  of  the  major  class  compo- 
nents of  the  net  system  load  profile  in  a cumulative  manner. 

2.  The  plots  shall  be  provided  for  the  base  year  of  the 
forecast  and  for  the  fifth,  tenth  and  twentieth  years  of  the 
forecast. 

(G)  The  data  presented  in  all  plots  also  shall  be  provided  in 
tabular  form. 

(H)  The  utility  shall  provide  a description  of  the  methods 
used  to  develop  all  forecasts  required  by  this  rule,  including 
an  annotated  summary  that  shows  how  these  methods  com- 
ply with  the  specific  provisions  of  this  rule.  If  end-use  meth- 
ods have  not  been  used  in  forecasting,  an  explanation  as  to 
why  they  have  not  been  used  shall  be  included.  Also  includ- 
ed shall  be  the  utility's  schedule  to  acquire  end-use  infor- 
mation and  to  develop  end-use  forecasting  techniques  or  a 
discussion  as  to  why  the  acquisition  of  end-use  information 
and  the  development  of  end-use  forecasting  techniques  are 
either  impractical  or  not  cost-effective.] 

7.  The  utility  shall  provide  plots  of  the  net  system  load  pro- 
files for  the  summer  peak  day  and  the  winter  peak  day  showing 
the  contribution  of  each  major  class.  The  plots  shall  be  provided 
in  the  triennial  filing  for  the  base  year  of  the  forecast  and  for  the 
fifth,  tenth,  and  twentieth  years  of  the  forecast.  Plots  for  all  years 
shall  be  included  in  the  workpapers  supplied  at  the  time  of  the 
triennial  filing. 

(B)  Forecasts  of  Independent  Variables.  The  forecasts  of  inde- 
pendent variables  shall  be  specified,  described,  and  documented. 

1.  Documentation  of  mathematical  models  developed  by  the 
utility  to  forecast  the  independent  variables  shall  include  the  rea- 
sons the  utility  selected  the  models  as  well  as  specification  of  the 
functional  form  of  the  equations. 

2.  If  the  utility  adopted  forecasts  of  independent  variables 
developed  by  another  entity,  documentation  shall  include  the  rea- 
sons the  utility  selected  those  forecasts,  an  analysis  showing  that 
the  forecasts  are  applicable  to  the  utility’s  service  territory,  and, 
if  available,  a specification  of  the  functional  form  of  the  equations 
used  to  forecast  the  independent  variables. 

3.  These  forecasts  of  independent  variables  shall  be  com- 
pared to  historical  trends  in  the  variables,  and  significant  differ- 
ences between  the  forecasts  and  long-term  and  recent  trends  shall 
be  analyzed  and  explained. 

4.  Where  judgment  has  been  applied  to  modify  the  results  of 
a statistical  or  mathematical  model,  the  utility  shall  specify  the 
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factors  which  caused  the  modification  and  shall  explain  how 
those  factors  were  quantified. 

(C)  Net  System  Load  Forecast.  The  utility  shall  produce  a fore- 
cast of  net  system  load  profiles  for  each  year  of  the  planning  hori- 
zon. The  net  system  load  forecast  shall  be  consistent  with  the  util- 
ity’s forecasts  of  monthly  energy  and  peak  demands  at  time  of 
summer  and  winter  system  peaks  for  each  major  class. 

(8)  Load  Forecast  Sensitivity  Analysis.  The  utility  shall  describe 
and  document  its  analysis  of  the  sensitivity  of  the  dependent  vari- 
ables of  the  base-case  forecast  for  each  major  class  to  variations 
in  the  independent  variables  identified  in  subsection  4 CSR  240- 
22. 030 (6)  (A). 

(A)  The  utility  shall  produce  at  least  two  (2)  additional  normal 
weather  load  forecasts  (a  high-growth  case  and  a low-growth 
case)  that  bracket  the  base-case  load  forecast.  Subjective  proba- 
bilities shall  be  assigned  to  each  of  the  load  forecast  cases.  These 
forecasts  and  associated  subjective  probabilities  shall  be  used  as 
inputs  to  the  risk  analysis  required  by  4 CSR  240-22.060. 

(B)  The  utility  shall  estimate  the  sensitivity  of  system  peak  load 
forecasts  to  extreme  weather  conditions.  This  information  shall 
be  considered  by  utility  decision-makers  to  assess  the  ability  of 
alternative  resource  plans  to  serve  load  under  extreme  weather 
conditions  when  selecting  the  preferred  resource  plan  pursuant 
to  4 CSR  240-22.070(1). 

(C)  The  utility  shall  provide  plots  of  energy  usage  and  peak 
demand  covering  the  historical  database  period  and  the  forecast 
period  of  at  least  twenty  (20)  years. 

1.  The  energy  plots  shall  include  the  summer,  non-summer, 
and  total  energy  usage  for  each  calendar  year.  The  peak  demand 
plots  shall  include  the  summer  and  winter  peak  demands. 

2.  The  historical  period  shall  include  both  actual  and  weath- 
er-normalized values.  The  forecast  period  shall  include  the  base- 
case,  low-case,  and  high-case  forecasts. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  Tins  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Sendee 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission ’s  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-fding-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Sendee  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 


ing at  one  (1)  of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 

Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.040  Supply-Side  Resource  Analysis.  The  commis- 
sion is  amending  section  (1),  adding  a new  section  (4),  deleting  sec- 
tions (4),  (6),  (7),  and  (9),  and  amending  and  renumbering  the 
remaining  sections. 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  reduces  the  prescriptiveness 
of  the  current  supply-side  analysis  ride  while  making  transmission 
planning  a more  integral  part  of  the  supply-side  analysis. 

(1)  The  [analysis  of]  utility  shall  evaluate  all  existing  supply-side 
resources  [shall  begin  with  the  identification  of]  and  identify  a 
variety  of  potential  supply-side  resource  options  which  the  utility  can 
reasonably  expect  to  use,  develop  [and],  implement  [solely 
through  its  own  resources  or  for  which  it  will  be  a major  par- 
ticipant], or  acquire,  and,  for  purposes  of  integrated  resource 
planning,  all  such  supply-side  resources  shall  be  considered  as 
potential  supply-side  resource  options.  These  potential  supply- 
side  resource  options  include  full  or  partial  ownership  of  new 
plants  using  existing  generation  technologies;  full  or  partial  owner- 
ship of  new  plants  using  new  generation  technologies,  including 
technologies  expected  to  become  commercially  available  within 
the  twenty  (20)-year  planning  horizon;  renewable  energy 
resources  on  the  utility-side  of  the  meter,  including  a wide  vari- 
ety of  renewable  generation  technologies;  technologies  for  dis- 
tributed generation;  life  extension  and  refurbishment  at  existing 
generating  plants;  enhancement  of  the  emission  controls  at  existing 
or  new  generating  plants;  purchased  power  from  [utility  sources, 
cogenerators  or  independent  power  producers ;]  bi-lateral 
transactions  and  from  organized  capacity  and  energy  markets; 
generating  plant  efficiency  improvements  which  reduce  the  utility’s 
own  use  of  energy;  and  upgrading  of  the  transmission  and  distribu- 
tion systems  to  reduce  power  and  energy  losses.  The  utility  shall  col- 
lect generic  cost  and  performance  information  [for]  sufficient  to 
fairly  analyze  and  compare  each  of  these  potential  [resource 
options  which  shall  include  at  least  the  following  attributes 
where  applicable: 

(A)  Fuel  type  and  feasible  variations  in  fuel  type  or  quali- 
ty; 

(B)  Practical  size  range; 

(C)  Maturity  of  the  technology; 

(D)  Lead  time  for  permitting,  design,  construction,  testing 
and  startup; 

(E)  Capital  cost  per  kilowatt; 

(F)  Annual  fixed  operation  and  maintenance  costs; 

(G)  Annual  variable  operation  and  maintenance  costs; 

(H)  Scheduled  routine  maintenance  outage  requirements; 

(i)  Equivalent  forced-outage  rates  or  full-  and  partiai- 

forced-outage  rates; 

(J)  Operational  characteristics  and  constraints  of  signifi- 
cance in  the  screening  process; 

(K)  Environmental  impacts,  including  at  least  the  follow- 
ing: 
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1 . Air  emissions  including  at  least  the  primary  acid 
gases,  greenhouse  gases,  ozone  precursors,  particulates  and 
air  toxics; 

2.  Waste  generation  including  at  least  the  primary  forms 
of  solid,  liquid,  radioactive  and  hazardous  wastes; 

3.  Water  impacts  including  direct  usage  and  at  least  the 
primary  pollutant  discharges,  thermal  discharges  and 
groundwater  effects;  and 

4.  Siting  impacts  and  constraints  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  affect  the  screening  process;  and 

(L)  Other  characteristics  that  may  make  the  technology 
particularly  appropriate  as  a contingency  option  under 
extreme  outcomes  for  the  critical  uncertain  factors  identified 
pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(2).] 

[(2)  Each  of  the]  supply-side  resource  options  [referred  to  in  sec- 
tion (1)  shall  be  subjected  to  a preliminary  screening  analy- 
sis. The  purpose  of  this  step  is  to  provide  an  initial  ranking 
of  these  options  based  on  their  relative  annualized  utility 
costs  as  well  as  their],  including  at  least  those  attributes  need- 
ed to  assess  capital  cost,  fixed  and  variable  operation  and  main- 
tenance costs,  probable  environmental  costs,  and  [to  eliminate 
from  further  consideration  those  options  that  have  signifi- 
cant disadvantages  in  terms  of  utility  costs,  environmental 
costs,  operational  efficiency,  risk  reduction  or  planning  flexi- 
bility, as  compared  to  other  available  supply-side  resource 
options]  operating  characteristics. 

(2)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  analysis  of  each 
potential  supply-side  resource  option  referred  to  in  section  (1). 
The  utility  may  conduct  a preliminary  screening  analysis  to 
determine  a short  list  of  preliminary  supply-side  candidate 
resource  options,  or  it  may  consider  all  of  the  potential  supply- 
side  resource  options  to  be  preliminary  supply-side  candidate 
resource  options  pursuant  to  subsection  (2)(C).  All  costs  shall  be 
expressed  in  nominal  dollars. 

(A)  Cost  rankings  of  each  potential  supply-side  resource  option 
shall  be  based  on  estimates  of  the  installed  capital  costs  plus  fixed 
and  variable  operation  and  maintenance  costs  levelized  over  the  use- 
ful life  of  the  [resource]  potential  supply-side  resource  option 
using  the  utility  discount  rate,  [in  lieu  of  levelized  cost,  the  util- 
ity may  use  an  economic  carrying  charge  annualization  in 
which  the  annual  dollar  amount  increases  each  year  at  an 
assumed  inflation  rate  and  for  which  a stream  of  these 
amounts  over  the  life  of  the  resource  yields  the  same  pre- 
sent value.] 

(B)  The  probable  environmental  costs  of  each  potential  supply- 
side  resource  option  shall  be  quantified  by  estimating  the  cost  to  the 
utility  to  comply  with  additional  environmental  [laws  or  regula- 
tions] legal  mandates  that  may  be  imposed  at  some  point  within  the 
planning  horizon. 

[1 .]  The  utility  shall  identify  a list  of  environmental  pollutants 
for  which,  in  the  judgment  of  the  utility  decision-makers,  [addi- 
tional laws  or  regulations]  legal  mandates  may  be  imposed  [at 
some  point  within]  during  the  planning  horizon  which  would 
result  in  compliance  costs  that  could  [have  a significant]  signifi- 
cantly impact  [on]  utility  rates. 

[2.  For  each  pollutant  identified  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(2)(B)1.,  the  utility  shall  specify  at  least  two  (2)  levels  of  mit- 
igation that  are  more  stringent  than  existing  requirements 
which  are  judged  to  have  a nonzero  probability  of  being 
imposed  at  some  point  within  the  planning  horizon.] 

[3.  For  each  mitigation  level  identified  pursuant  to  para- 
graph (2)(B)2.,  the]  The  utility  shall  specify  a subjective  proba- 
bility that  represents  utility  decision-maker’s  judgment  of  the  likeli- 
hood that  [additional  laws  or  regulations]  legal  mandates  requir- 
ing [that  level]  additional  levels  of  mitigation  will  be  imposed  at 
some  point  within  the  planning  horizon.  The  utility,  based  on  these 


probabilities,  shall  calculate  an  expected  mitigation  [level]  cost  for 
each  identified  pollutant. 

[4.  The  probable  environmental  cost  for  a supply-side 
resource  shall  be  estimated  as  the  joint  cost  of  simultane- 
ously achieving  the  expected  level  of  mitigation  for  all  iden- 
tified pollutants  emitted  by  the  resource.  The  estimated  mit- 
igation costs  for  an  environmental  pollutant  may  include  or 
may  be  entirely  comprised  of  a tax  or  surcharge  imposed  on 
emissions  of  that  pollutant.] 

(C)  The  utility  shall  [rank  all  supply-side  resource  options 
identified  pursuant  to  section  (!)  in  terms  of  both  of  the  fol- 
lowing cost  estimates:  utility  costs  and  utility  costs  plus 
probable  environmental  costs.]  indicate  which  potential  sup- 
ply-side  resource  options  it  considers  to  be  preliminary  supply- 
side  candidate  resource  options.  Any  utility  using  the  preliminary 
screening  analysis  to  identify  preliminary  supply-side  candidate 
resource  options  shall  rank  all  preliminary  supply-side  candidate 
resource  options  based  on  estimates  of  the  utility  costs  and  also 
on  utility  costs  plus  probable  environmental  costs.  The  utility 
shall  [indicate  which  supply-side  options  are  considered  to  be 
candidate  resource  options  for  purposes  of  developing  the 
alternative  resource  plans  required  by  4 CSR  240-22.060(3). 
The  utility  shall  also  indicate  which  options] — 

1.  Provide  a summary  table  showing  each  potential  supply- 
side  resource  option  and  the  utility  cost  and  the  probable  envi- 
ronmental cost  for  each  potential  supply-side  resource  option  and 
an  assessment  of  whether  each  potential  supply-side  resource 
option  qualifies  as  a utility  renewable  energy  resource;  and 

2.  Explain  which  potential  supply-side  resource  options  are 
eliminated  from  further  consideration  [on  the  basis  of  the  screen- 
ing analysis]  and  [shall  explain]  the  reasons  for  their  elimination. 

(3)  [The  analysis  of  supply-side  resource  options  shall 
include  a thorough  analysis  of  existing  and  planned  inter- 
connected generation  resources.  The  analysis  can  be  per- 
formed by  the  individual  utility  or  in  the  context  of  a joint 
planning  study  with  other  area  utilities.]  The  utility  shall 
describe  and  document  its  analysis  of  the  interconnection  and 
any  other  transmission  requirements  associated  with  the  prelim- 
inary supply-side  candidate  resource  options  identified  in  sub- 
section (2)(C). 

(A)  The  analysis  shall  include  the  identification  of  transmission 
constraints,  as  estimated  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.045(3), 
whether  within  the  Regional  Transmission  Organization’s 
(RTO’s)  footprint,  on  an  interconnected  RTO,  or  a transmission 
system  that  is  not  part  of  an  RTO.  The  purpose  of  this  analysis  shall 
be  to  ensure  that  the  transmission  network  is  capable  of  reliably  sup- 
porting the  preliminary  supply-side  candidate  resource  options 
under  consideration,  that  the  costs  of  the  transmission  system  invest- 
ments associated  with  preliminary  supply-side  [resources]  candi- 
date resource  options,  as  estimated  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240- 
22.045(3),  are  properly  considered  and  to  provide  an  adequate  foun- 
dation of  basic  information  for  decisions  about  the  following  [types 
of  supply-side  resource  alternatives ]: 

[(A)]  1.  Joint  ownership  or  participation  in  generation  con- 
struction projects; 

[(B) 72.  Construction  of  wholly-owned  generation  [or  trans- 
mission] facilities;  [and] 

[(C)]2>.  Participation  in  major  refurbishment,  life  extension, 
upgrading,  or  retrofitting  of  existing  generation  [or  transmission 
resources.]  facilities; 

[(4)  The  utility  shall  identify  and  analyze  opportunities 
for  life  extension  and  refurbishment  of  existing  generation 
plants,  taking  into  account  their  current  condition  to  the 
extent  that  it  is  significant  in  the  planning  process.] 

4.  Improvements  on  its  transmission  and  distribution  system 
to  increase  efficiency  and  reduce  power  losses; 

[(5)  The  utility  shall  identify  and  evaluate  potential 
opportunities.] 
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5.  Acquisition  of  existing  generating  facilities;  and 

6.  Opportunities  for  new  long-term  power  purchases  and  sales, 
and  short-term  power  purchases  that  may  be  required  for  bridg- 
ing the  gap  between  other  supply  options,  both  firm  and  nonfirm, 
that  are  likely  to  be  available  over  all  or  part  of  the  planning  horizon. 
[This  evaluation  shall  be  based  on  an  analysis  of  at  least  the 
following  attributes  of  each  potential  transaction: 

(A)  Type  or  nature  of  the  purchase  or  sale  (for  example, 
firm  capacity,  summer  only); 

(B)  Amount  of  power  to  be  exchanged; 

(C)  Estimated  contract  price; 

(D)  Timing  and  duration  of  the  transaction; 

(E)  Terms  and  conditions  of  the  transaction,  if  available; 

(F)  Required  improvements  to  the  utility's  generating  sys- 
tem, transmission  system,  or  both,  and  the  associated 
costs;  and 

(G)  Constraints  on  the  utility  system  caused  by  wheeling 
arrangements,  whether  on  the  utility's  own  system,  or  on  an 
interconnected  system,  or  by  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
other  contracts  or  interconnection  agreements. 

(6)  For  the  utility's  preferred  resource  plan  selected  pursuant 
to  4 CSR  240-22.070(7),  the  utility  shall  determine  if  addi- 
tional future  transmission  facilities  will  be  required  to  reme- 
dy any  new  generation-related  transmission  system  inade- 
quacies over  the  planning  horizon,  if  any  such  facilities  are 
determined  to  be  required  and,  in  the  judgment  of  utility 
decision-makers,  there  is  a risk  of  significant  delays  or  cost 
increases  due  to  problems  in  the  siting  or  permitting  of  any 
required  transmission  facilities,  this  risk  shall  be  analyzed 
pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  4 CSR  240-22.070(2). 

(7)  The  utility  shall  assess  the  age,  condition  and  efficiency 
level  of  existing  transmission  and  distribution  facilities,  and 
shall  analyze  the  feasibility  and  cost-effectiveness  of  trans- 
mission and  distribution  system  loss-reduction  measures  as 
a supply-side  resource.  This  provision  shall  not  be  construed 
to  require  a detailed  line-by-line  analysis  of  the  transmission 
and  distribution  system,  but  is  intended  to  require  the  utility 
to  identify  and  analyze  opportunities  for  efficiency  improve- 
ments in  a manner  that  is  consistent  with  the  analysis  of 
other  supply-side  resource  options.] 

(B)  This  analysis  shall  include  the  identification  of  any  output 
limitations  imposed  on  existing  or  new  supply-side  resources  due 
to  transmission  and/or  distribution  system  capacity  constraints, 
in  order  to  ensure  that  supply-side  candidate  resource  options 
are  evaluated  in  accordance  with  any  such  constraints. 

(4)  All  preliminary  supply-side  candidate  resource  options  which 
are  not  eliminated  shall  be  identified  as  supply-side  candidate 
resource  options.  The  supply-side  candidate  resource  options  that 
the  utility  passes  on  for  further  evaluation  in  the  integration 
process  shall  represent  a wide  variety  of  supply-side  resource 
options  with  diverse  fuel  and  generation  technologies,  including  a 
wide  range  of  renewable  technologies  and  technologies  suitable 
for  distributed  generation. 

(A)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  process  for 
identifying  and  analyzing  potential  supply-side  resource  options 
and  preliminary  supply-side  candidate  resource  options  and  for 
choosing  its  supply-side  candidate  resource  options  to  advance  to 
the  integration  analysis. 

(B)  The  utility  shall  indicate  which,  if  any,  of  the  preliminary 
supply-side  candidate  resource  options  identified  in  subsection 
(2)(C)  are  eliminated  from  further  consideration  on  the  basis  of 
the  interconnection  and  other  transmission  analysis  and  shall 
explain  the  reasons  for  their  elimination. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  include  the  cost  of  interconnection  and  any 


other  transmission  requirements,  in  addition  to  the  utility  cost 
and  probable  environmental  cost,  in  the  cost  of  supply-side  can- 
didate resource  options  advanced  for  purposes  of  developing  the 
alternative  resource  plans  required  by  4 CSR  240-22.060(3). 

[(8)  Before  developing  alternative  resource  plans  and  per- 
forming the  integrated  resource  analysis,  the] 

(5)  The  utility  shall  develop,  and  describe  and  document,  ranges 
of  values  and  probabilities  for  several  important  uncertain  factors 
related  to  supply  [resources.  These  values  can  also  be  used  to 
refine  or  verify  information  developed  pursuant  to  section  (2) 
of  this  rulel-sidt  candidate  resource  options  identified  in  section 
(4) . These  cost  estimates  shall  include  at  least  the  following  elements 
[and  shall  be  based  on  the  indicated  methods  or  sources  of 
information],  as  applicable  to  the  supply-side  candidate  resource 
option: 

(A)  Fuel  price  forecasts,  including  fuel  delivery  costs,  over  the 
planning  horizon  for  the  appropriate  type  and  grade  of  primary  fuel 
and  for  any  alternative  fuel  that  may  be  practical  as  a contingency 
option/. 

7.  Fuel  price  forecasts  shall  be  obtained  from  a consult- 
ing firm  with  specific  expertise  in  detailed  fuel  supply  and 
price  analysis  or  developed  by  the  utility  if  it  has  expert 
knowledge  and  experience  with  the  fuel  under  considera- 
tion. Each  forecast  shall  consider  at  least  the  following  fac- 
tors as  applicable  to  each  fuel  under  consideration: 

A.  Present  reserves,  discovery  rates  and  usage  rates 
of  the  fuel  and  forecasts  of  future  trends  of  these  factors; 

B.  Profitability  and  financial  condition  of  producers; 

C.  Potential  effect  of  environmental  factors,  competi- 
tion and  government  regulations  on  producers,  including  the 
potential  for  changes  in  severance  taxes; 

D.  Capacity,  profitability  and  expansion  potential  of 
present  and  potential  fuel  transportation  options; 

E Potential  effects  of  government  regulations,  compe- 
tition and  environmental  legislation  on  fuel  transporters; 

F.  in  the  case  of  uranium  fuel,  potential  effects  of 
competition  and  government  regulations  on  future  costs  of 
enrichment  services  and  cleanup  of  production  facilities;  and 

G.  Potential  for  governmental  restrictions  on  the  use 
of  the  fuel  for  electricity  production. 

2.  The  utility  shall  consider  the  accuracy  of  previous 
forecasts  as  an  important  criterion  in  selecting  providers  of 
fuel  price  forecasts. 

3.  The  provider  of  each  fuel  price  forecast  shall  be 
required  to  identify  the  critical  uncertain  factors  that  drive 
the  price  forecast  and  to  provide  a range  of  forecasts  and  an 
associated  subjective  probability  distribution  that  reflects 
this  uncertainty]-, 

(B)  Estimated  capital  costs  including  engineering  design,  con- 
struction, testing,  startup,  and  certification  of  new  facilities  or  major 
upgrades,  refurbishment,  or  rehabilitation  of  existing  facilities/. 

7.  Capital  cost  estimates  shall  either  be  obtained  from  a 
qualified  engineering  firm  actively  engaged  in  the  type  of 
work  required  or  developed  by  the  utility  if  it  has  available 
other  sources  of  expert  engineering  information  applicable  to 
the  type  of  facility  under  consideration. 

2.  The  provider  of  the  estimate  shall  be  required  to  iden- 
tify the  critical  uncertain  factors  that  may  cause  the  capital 
cost  estimates  to  change  significantly  and  to  provide  a range 
of  estimates  and  an  associated  subjective  probability  distri- 
bution that  reflects  this  uncertainty]-, 

(C)  Estimated  annual  fixed  and  variable  operation  and  mainte- 
nance costs  over  the  planning  horizon  for  new  facilities  or  for  exist- 
ing facilities  that  are  being  upgraded,  refurbished,  or  rehabilitated/. 

7.  Fixed  and  variable  operation  and  maintenance  cost 
estimates  shall  be  obtained  from  the  same  source  that  pro- 
vides the  capita!  cost  estimates. 


December  1,  2010 
Vol.  35.  No.  23 


Missouri  Register 


Page  1749 


2.  The  critical  uncertain  factors  that  affect  these  cost 
estimates  shall  be  identified  and  a range  of  estimates  shall 
be  provided,  together  with  an  associated  subjective  proba- 
bility distribution  that  reflects  this  uncertainty ]; 

(D)  Forecasts  of  the  annual  cost  or  value  of  [sulfur  dioxide]  emis- 
sion allowances  to  be  used  or  produced  by  each  generating  facility 
over  the  planning  horizon/. 

7.  Forecasts  of  the  future  value  of  emission  allowances 
shall  be  obtained  from  a qualified  consulting  firm  or  other 
source  with  expert  knowledge  of  the  factors  affecting 
allowance  prices. 

2.  The  provider  of  the  forecast  shall  be  required  to  iden- 
tify the  critical  uncertain  factors  that  may  cause  the  value  of 
allowances  to  change  significantly  and  to  provide  a range  of 
forecasts  and  an  associated  subjective  probability  distribu- 
tion that  reflects  this  uncertainty;  and]; 

(E)  Annual  fixed  charges  for  any  facility  to  be  included  in  the  rate 
base,  or  annual  payment  schedule  for  leased  or  rented  facilities/./; 
and 

[(9)  Reporting  Requirements.  To  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  rule,  and  pursuant  to  the  require- 
ments of  4 CSR  240-22. 080,  the  utility  shall  furnish  at  least 
the  following  information: 

(A)  A summary  table  showing  each  supply  resource  iden- 
tified pursuant  to  section  (I)  and  the  results  of  the  screen- 
ing analysis,  including: 

7.  The  calculated  values  of  the  utility  cost  and  the  prob- 
able environmental  cost  for  each  resource  option  and  the 
rankings  based  on  these  costs; 

2.  Identification  of  candidate  resource  options  that  may 
be  included  in  alternative  resource  plans;  and 

3.  An  explanation  of  the  reasons  why  each  supply-side 
resource  option  rejected  as  a result  of  the  screening  analy- 
sis was  not  included  as  a candidate  resource  option ; 

(B)  A list  of  the  candidate  resource  options  for  which  the 
forecasts,  estimates  and  probability  distributions  described 
in  section  (8)  have  been  developed  or  are  scheduled  to  be 
developed  by  the  utility's  next  scheduled  compliance  filing 
pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.080; 

(C)  A summary  of  the  results  of  the  uncertainty  analysis 
described  in  section  (8)  that  has  been  completed  for  candi- 
date resource  options;  and 

(D)  A summary  of  the  mitigation  cost  estimates  developed 
by  the  utility  for  the  candidate  resource  options  identified 
pursuant  to  subsection  (2)(C).  This  summary  shall  include  a 
description  of  how  the  alternative  mitigation  levels  and  asso- 
ciated subjective  probabilities  were  determined  and  shall 
identify  the  source  of  the  cost  estimates  for  the  expected 
mitigation  level.] 

(F)  Estimated  costs  of  interconnection  or  other  transmission 
requirements  associated  with  each  supply-side  candidate 
resource  option. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Sendee 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 


360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission ’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission ’s  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-filing-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1 ) of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 

Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  RULE 

4 CSR  240-22.045  Transmission  and  Distribution  Analysis 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  specifies  the  minimum  standards  for  the  scope 
and  level  of  detail  required  for  transmission  and  distribution  network 
analysis  and  reporting. 

(1)  The  electric  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  consideration 
of  the  adequacy  of  the  transmission  and  distribution  networks  in  ful- 
filling the  fundamental  planning  objectives  set  out  in  4 CSR  240- 
22.010.  Each  utility  shall  consider,  at  a minimum,  improvements  to 
the  transmission  and  distribution  networks  that — 

(A)  Reduce  transmission  power  and  energy  losses.  Opportunities 
to  reduce  transmission  network  losses  are  among  the  supply-side 
resources  evaluated  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.040(3).  The  utility 
shall  assess  the  age,  condition,  and  efficiency  level  of  existing  trans- 
mission and  distribution  facilities  and  shall  analyze  the  feasibility  and 
cost-effectiveness  of  transmission  and  distribution  network  loss- 
reduction  measures; 

(B)  Interconnect  new  generation  facilities.  The  utility  shall  assess 
the  need  to  construct  transmission  facilities  to  interconnect  any  new 
generation  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.040(3)  and  shall  reflect  those 
transmission  facilities  in  the  cost  benefit  analyses  of  the  resource 
options; 

(C)  Facilitate  power  purchases  or  sales.  The  utility  shall  assess  the 
transmission  upgrades  needed  to  purchase  or  sell  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.040(3).  An  estimate  of  the  portion  of  costs  of  these  upgrades 
that  are  allocated  to  the  utility  shall  be  reflected  in  the  analysis  of 
preliminary  supply-side  candidate  resource  options;  and 

(D)  Incorporate  advanced  transmission  and  distribution  network 
technologies  affecting  supply-side  resources  or  demand-side 
resources.  The  utility  shall  assess  transmission  and  distribution 
improvements  that  may  become  available  during  the  planning  horizon 
that  facilitate  or  expand  the  availability  and  cost  effectiveness  of 
demand-side  resources  or  supply-side  resources.  The  costs  and  capa- 
bilities of  these  advanced  transmission  and  distribution  technologies 
shall  be  reflected  in  the  analyses  of  each  resource  option. 
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(2)  Avoided  Transmission  and  Distribution  Cost.  The  utility  shall 
develop,  describe,  and  document  an  avoided  transmission  capacity 
cost  and  an  avoided  distribution  capacity  cost.  The  avoided  trans- 
mission and  distribution  capacity  costs  are  components  of  the  avoid- 
ed demand  cost  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22. 050(5)(A). 

(3)  Transmission  Analysis.  The  utility  shall  compile  information  and 
perform  analyses  of  the  transmission  networks  pertinent  to  the  selec- 
tion of  a resource  acquisition  strategy.  The  utility  and  the  Regional 
Transmission  Organization  (RTO)  to  which  it  belongs  both  partici- 
pate in  the  process  for  planning  transmission  upgrades. 

(A)  The  utility  shall  provide,  and  describe  and  document,  its — 

1 . Assessment  of  the  cost  and  timing  of  transmission  upgrades 
to  reduce  losses,  to  interconnect  generation,  to  facilitate  power  pur- 
chases and  sales,  and  to  otherwise  maintain  a viable  transmission 
network; 

2.  Assessment  of  transmission  upgrades  to  incorporate  advanced 
technologies; 

3.  Estimate  of  avoided  transmission  costs; 

4.  Estimate  of  the  portion  and  amount  of  incremental  costs  of 
regional  transmission  upgrades  that  would  be  allocated  to  the  utility; 

5 . Estimate  of  any  revenue  credits  the  utility  will  receive  in  the 
future  for  previously  built  or  planned  regional  transmission 
upgrades;  and 

6.  Estimate  of  the  timing  of  needed  transmission  and  distribu- 
tion resources  and  any  transmission  resources  being  built  by  the  RTO 
for  economic  reasons  that  may  impact  the  alternative  resource  plans 
of  the  utility. 

(B)  The  utility  may  use  the  RTO  transmission  expansion  plan  in  its 
consideration  of  the  factors  set  out  in  subsection  (3)(A)  if  all  of  the 
following  conditions  are  satisfied: 

1.  The  utility  actively  participates  in  the  development  of  the 
RTO  transmission  plan; 

2.  The  utility  reviews  the  RTO  transmission  expansion  plans 
each  year  to  assess  whether  the  RTO  transmission  expansion  plans, 
in  the  judgment  of  the  utility  decision-makers,  are  in  the  interests  of 
the  utility’s  customers;  and 

3.  The  utility  documents  and  describes  its  review  and  assess- 
ment of  the  RTO  transmission  expansion  plans. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  provide  copies  of  the  RTO  expansion  plans, 
its  assessment  of  the  plans,  and  any  supplemental  information  devel- 
oped by  the  utility  to  fulfill  the  requirements  in  subsection  (3)(B)  of 
this  rule. 

(D)  The  utility  shall  provide  a report  for  consideration  in  4 CSR 
240-22.040(3)  that  identifies  the  physical  transmission  upgrades 
needed  to  interconnect  generation,  facilitate  power  purchases  and 
sales,  and  otherwise  maintain  a viable  transmission  network,  includ- 
ing: 

1 . A list  of  the  transmission  upgrades  needed  to  physically  inter- 
connect a generation  source  within  the  RTO  footprint; 

2.  A list  of  the  transmission  upgrades  needed  to  enhance  deliv- 
erability  from  a point  of  delivery  within  the  RTO,  including  require- 
ments for  firm  transmission  service  from  the  point  of  delivery  to  the 
utility’s  load  and  requirements  for  financial  transmission  rights  from 
a point  of  delivery  within  the  RTO  to  the  utility’s  load; 

3.  A list  of  transmission  upgrades  needed  to  physically  inter- 
connect a generation  source  located  outside  the  RTO  footprint; 

4.  A list  of  the  transmission  upgrades  needed  to  enhance  deliv- 
erability  from  a generator  located  outside  the  RTO  including  require- 
ments for  firm  transmission  service  to  a point  of  delivery  within  the 
RTO  footprint  and  requirements  for  financial  transmission  rights  to  a 
point  of  delivery  within  the  RTO  footprint; 

5.  The  estimated  total  cost  of  each  transmission  upgrade  and 
estimated  congestion  costs;  and 

6.  The  estimated  fraction  of  the  total  cost  and  amount  of  each 
transmission  upgrade  allocated  to  the  utility. 

(4)  Analysis  Required  for  Transmission  and  Distribution  Network 
Investments  to  Incorporate  Advanced  Technologies. 


(A)  The  utility  shall  develop,  and  describe  and  document,  plans 
for  transmission  upgrades  to  incorporate  advanced  transmission  tech- 
nologies as  necessary  to  optimize  the  investment  in  the  advanced 
technologies  for  transmission  facilities  owned  by  the  utility.  The  util- 
ity may  use  the  RTO  transmission  expansion  plan  in  its  consideration 
of  advanced  transmission  technologies  if  all  of  the  conditions  in  para- 
graphs (3)(B)1.  through  (3)(B)3.  are  satisfied. 

(B)  The  utility  shall  develop,  and  describe  and  document,  plans  for 
distribution  network  upgrades  as  necessary  to  optimize  its  investment 
in  advanced  distribution  technologies. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  optimization  of 
investment  in  advanced  transmission  and  distribution  technologies 
based  on  an  analysis  of— 

1.  Total  costs,  including: 

A.  Costs  of  the  advanced  grid  investments; 

B.  Costs  of  the  non- advanced  grid  investments; 

C.  Reduced  resource  costs  through  enhanced  demand 
response  resources  and  enhanced  integration  of  customer-owned  gen- 
eration resources;  and 

D.  Reduced  supply-side  production  costs; 

2.  Cost  effectiveness,  including: 

A.  The  monetary  values  of  all  incremental  costs  of  the  ener- 
gy resources  and  delivery  system  based  on  advanced  grid  technolo- 
gies relative  to  the  costs  of  the  energy  resources  and  delivery  system 
based  on  non-advanced  grid  technologies; 

B.  The  monetary  values  of  all  incremental  benefits  of  the 
energy  resources  and  delivery  system  based  on  advanced  grid  tech- 
nologies relative  to  the  costs  of  the  energy  resources  and  delivery 
system  based  on  non-advanced  grid  technologies;  and 

C.  Additional  non-monetary  factors  considered  by  the  utility; 

3.  Societal  benefit,  including: 

A.  More  consumer  power  choices; 

B.  Improved  utilization  of  existing  resources; 

C.  Opportunity  to  reduce  cost  in  response  to  price  signals; 

D.  Opportunity  to  reduce  environmental  impact  in  response 
to  environmental  signals; 

4.  Any  other  factors  identified  by  the  utility;  and 

5.  Any  other  factors  identified  in  the  special  contemporary 
issues  process  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.080(4)  or  the  stakeholder 
group  process  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.080(5). 

(D)  Before  the  utility  includes  non-advanced  transmission  and  dis- 
tribution grid  technologies  in  its  triennial  compliance  filing  or  annu- 
al update  filing,  the  utility  shall — 

1 . Conduct  an  analysis  which  demonstrates  that  investment  in 
each  non-advanced  transmission  and  distribution  upgrade  is  more 
beneficial  to  consumers  than  an  investment  in  the  equivalent  upgrade 
incorporating  advanced  grid  technologies.  The  utility  may  rely  on  a 
generic  analysis  as  long  as  it  verifies  its  applicability;  and 

2.  Describe  and  document  the  analysis. 

(E)  The  utility  shall  develop,  describe,  and  document  the  utility’s 
cost  benefit  analysis  and  implementation  of  advanced  grid  technolo- 
gies to  include: 

1.  A description  of  the  utility’s  efforts  at  incorporating  advanced 
grid  technologies  into  its  transmission  and  distribution  networks; 

2.  A description  of  the  impact  of  the  implementation  of  distrib- 
ution advanced  grid  technologies  on  the  selection  of  a resource 
acquisition  strategy;  and 

3.  A description  of  the  impact  of  the  implementation  of  trans- 
mission advanced  grid  technologies  on  the  selection  of  a resource 
acquisition  strategy. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  386.610,  and  393.140, 
RSMo  2000.  Original  rule  filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 
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PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  cost  private  entities  one 
hundred  forty  thousand  dollars  ($140, 000)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri  Public  Sendee  Commission, 
Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box  360,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be  received  at  the 
commission’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011,  and  should 
include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010-0254. 
Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  commission ’s 
electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-filing-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  rule  is  scheduled  for  January  6 at  9:00  a.m. 
in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office  Building,  200 
Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri.  Interested  per- 
sons may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional  comments 
and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  rule 
and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  questions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Sendee  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1)  of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Services  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  COST 


I.  Department  Title:  Missouri  Department  of  Economic  Development 


Division  Title: 
Chapter  Title: 

Missouri  Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22  - Electric  Utility'  Resource  Planning 

Rule  Number  and 

4 CSR  240-22.045 

Title: 

Transmission  and  Distribution  Analysis 

Type  of 

New  Rulemaking 

Rulemaking: 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which 
would  likely  be  affected 
by  the  adoption  of  the 
rule: 

Classification  by  types 
of  the  business  entities 
which  would  likely  be 
affected: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  first 
year  cost  of 
compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  cost 
of  compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities  (years  2-4): 

4 

Investor-owned  electric 
utilities 

$140,000 

$140,000 

III.  WORKSHEET 

1 . KCPL  estimated  the  an  annual  cost  of  $80,000  to  comply  with  this  proposed  rule 

2.  Empire  stated  that  it  was  difficult  to  assign  any  costs  at  this  time  to  this  proposed 
rule.  However,  it  does  estimate  a total  increase  in  the  cost  of  report  writing  (in 
which  it  specifically  mentions  the  4 CSR  240-22.045)  of  $30,000 

3.  AmerenUE  did  not  estimate  a fiscal  impact  for  this  proposed  rule. 

IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

• The  estimates  given  by  KCPL  are  for  both  KCP&L  and  KCP&L  Greater  Missouri 
Operations  Company.  Annual  cost  for  each  utility  is  $40,000. 

• There  would  be  some  costs  to  write  the  reports  required  by  the  rule. 

• Using  the  estimate  of  $40,000  per  utility  given  by  KCPL,  annual  cost  for 
AmerenUE  is  estimated  at  $40,000. 

• Using  the  estimate  of  $40,000  per  utility  and  the  changes  to  filing  frequency  for 
Empire  which  results  in  Empire  having  to  meet  the  full  rule  requirements  every 
six  years  instead  of  the  current  requirement  of  every  3 years,  annual  cost  for 
Empire  is  estimated  at  $20,000 

• Therefore,  the  total  cost  for  compliance  with  this  proposed  rule  is  estimated  to  be 
$140,000. 
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Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.050  Demand-Side  Resource  Analysis.  The  commis- 
sion is  amending  the  purpose  statement,  deleting  sections  (1)  through 
(11),  and  adding  new  sections  (1)  through  (8). 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  allows  the  utility  to  determine 
whether  it  dewlops  potential  demand-side  resources  using  an 
up/down  or  down/up  analysis.  It  also  allows  the  utility  more  latitude 
in  the  derivation  of  avoided  costs. 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  specifies  the  [methods]  principles  by  which 
[end-use  measures  and]  potential  demand-side  [programs] 
resource  options  shall  be  developed  and  [screened]  analyzed  for 
cost-effectiveness [.  It  also  requires  the  ongoing  evaluation  of 
end-use  measures  and  programs,  and  the  use  of  program 
evaluation  information  to  improve  program  design  and  cost- 
effectiveness  analysis],  with  the  goal  of  achieving  all  cost-effec- 
tive demand-side  savings.  It  also  requires  the  selection  of  demand- 
side  candidate  resource  options  that  are  passed  on  to  integrated 
resource  analysis  in  4 CSR  240-22.060  and  an  assessment  of  their 
technical  potentials  and  realistic  achievable  potentials. 

[(1)  identification  of  End-Use  Measures.  The  analysis  of 
demand-side  resources  shall  begin  with  the  development  of 
a menu  of  energy  efficiency  and  energy  management  mea- 
sures that  provide  broad  coverage  of— 

(A)  AH  major  customer  classes,  including  at  least  residen- 
tial, commercial,  industrial  and  interruptible; 

(B)  All  significant  decision-makers,  including  at  least  those 
who  choose  building  design  features  and  thermal  integrity 
levels,  equipment  and  appliance  efficiency  levels,  and  utiliza- 
tion levels  of  the  energy-using  capital  stock; 

(C)  All  major  end  uses,  including  at  least  lighting,  refriger- 
ation, space  cooling,  space  heating,  water  heating  and 
motive  power;  and 

( D ) Renewable  energy  sources  and  energy  technologies 
that  substitute  for  electricity  at  the  point  of  use. 

(2)  Calculation  of  Avoided  Costs.  The  utility  shall  develop 
estimates  of  the  cost  savings  that  can  be  obtained  by  sub- 
stituting demand-side  resources  for  existing  and  new  supply- 
side  resources.  These  avoided  cost  estimates,  expressed  in 
nominal  dollars,  shall  be  used  for  cost-effectiveness  screen- 
ing and  ranking  of  end-use  measures  and  demand-side  pro- 
grams. 

(A)  Supply  Resource  Cost  Estimates.  The  utility  shall  use 
the  cost  estimates  developed  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240- 
22.040(2)  to  calculate  the  following  two  (2)  estimates  of 
avoided  cost:  avoided  utility  costs  and  avoided  utility  costs 
plus  avoided  probable  environmental  costs. 

1 .  The  choice  of  new  generation  options  used  to  calcu- 
late avoided  costs  shall  be  limited  to  those  which  will  meet 
the  need  for  capacity  under  the  base-case  load  forecast  at 
approximately  the  lowest  present  value  of  utility  revenue 
requirements  over  the  planning  horizon.  The  utility  shall  doc- 
ument the  basis  on  which  the  timing  and  choice  of  the  new 


generation  options  were  determined  to  be  approximately 
least  cost. 

2.  The  utility  shall  calculate  the  annual  capacity  cost  of 
each  new  generation  option  and  new  transmission  and  dis- 
tribution facilities  as  the  sum  of  the  ieveiized  capital  cost  per 
kilowatt-year  and  the  fixed  operation  and  maintenance  cost 
per  kilowatt-year. 

3.  The  utility  shall  calculate  the  direct  running  cost  of 
each  generation  option  as  the  sum  of  fuel  costs,  sulfur  diox- 
ide emission  allowance  costs,  and  variable  operation  and 
maintenance  costs  per  kilowatt-hour  (kWh).  The  probable 
environmental  costs  calculated  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240- 
22.040(2)(B)  shall  also  be  expressed  on  a per-kiiowatt  hour 
basis  for  both  existing  and  new  generation  resources. 

(B)  Avoided  Cost  Periods.  The  utility  shall  determine  avoid- 
ed cost  periods  by  grouping  hours  on  a seasonal  (for  exam- 
ple, summer,  winter  and  transition)  and  time-of-use  basis 
(for  example,  on-peak,  off-peak,  super-peak  or  shoulder- 
peak)  as  required  to  adequately  reflect  significant  differ- 
ences in  running  costs  and  the  type  of  capacity  being  uti- 
lized to  maintain  required  reserve  margins. 

(C)  Calculation  of  Avoided  Capacity  and  Running  Costs. 
Avoided  costs  shall  be  calculated  as  the  difference  in  costs 
associated  with  a specified  decrement  in  load  large  enough 
to  delay  the  on-line  date  of  the  new  capacity  additions  by  at 
least  one  (1)  year. 

1 . Avoided  running  cost.  For  each  year  of  the  planning 
horizon  and  for  each  avoided  cost  period,  the  utility  shall  cal- 
culate the  avoided  direct  running  cost  per  kWh  (including 
sulfur  dioxide  emission  allowance  costs)  and  the  avoided 
probable  environmental  running  cost  per  kWh  due  to  the 
specified  load  decrement. 

2.  Avoided  capacity  costs.  The  utility  shall  calculate  and 
document  the  avoided  capacity  costs  per  kilowatt-year  for 
each  year  of  the  planning  horizon. 

A.  This  calculation  shall  include  the  costs  of  any  new 
generation,  transmission  and  distribution  facilities  that  are 
delayed  or  avoided  because  of  the  specified  load  decrement. 

B.  For  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  the  utility 
shall  determine  the  avoided  cost  periods  in  which  the  avoid- 
ed new  generation,  transmission  and  distribution  capacity 
was  utilized,  and  shall  allocate  a nonzero  portion  of  the 
annualized  avoided  capacity  costs  to  each  of  the  periods  in 
which  that  capacity  was  utilized. 

(D)  Avoided  Demand  and  Energy  Costs.  The  utility  shall 
use  the  avoided  capacity  and  running  costs  (appropriately 
adjusted  to  reflect  reliability  reserve  margins,  demand  losses 
and  energy  losses)  to  calculate  the  avoided  demand  and 
energy  costs  for  each  avoided  cost  period.  Demand  periods 
shall  be  defined  as  the  avoided  cost  periods  in  which  there 
is  a significant  probability  of  a loss  of  load  (for  example,  peri- 
ods which  require  the  use  of  peaking  capacity  to  maintain 
power  pool  reserve  margins).  Nondemand  periods  are  the 
avoided  cost  periods  in  which  there  is  not  a significant  prob- 
ability of  a loss  of  load. 

1.  Demand  period  avoided  demand  costs.  Avoided 
demand  costs  per  kilowatt-year  for  the  demand  periods  of 
each  season  shall  include  avoided  transmission  and  distribu- 
tion capacity  costs,  plus  the  smaller  of  the  avoided  genera- 
tion capacity  cost  allocated  to  the  demand  period  or  the 
avoided  capacity  cost  of  peaking  capacity. 

2.  Demand  period  avoided  energy  costs.  Any  capacity 
cost  per  kilowatt-year  allocated  to  the  demand  periods  but 
not  included  in  the  avoided  demand  cost  shall  be  converted 
to  an  avoided  energy  cost  by  dividing  the  avoided  capacity 
cost  per  kilowatt-year  by  the  number  of  hours  in  the  associ- 
ated demand  period.  The  utility  shall  add  this  converted 
avoided  capacity  cost  to  both  of  the  running  cost  estimates 
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developed  pursuant  to  paragraph  (2)(C)1.  to  calculate  the 
demand  period  direct  energy  costs  and  the  probable  envi- 
ronmental energy  costs. 

3.  Nondemand  period  avoided  demand  cost.  The  avoid- 
ed demand  cost  for  the  nondemand  periods  is  zero  (0). 

4.  Nondemand  period  avoided  energy  costs.  Avoided 
capacity  cost  per  kilowatt-year  allocated  to  the  nondemand 
periods  within  each  season  shall  be  converted  to  a per-kilo- 
watt-hour  cost  by  dividing  the  avoided  capacity  cost  per 
kilowatt-year  by  the  number  of  hours  in  the  associated  non- 
demand period.  The  utility  shall  add  this  converted  avoided 
capacity  cost  to  both  of  the  running  cost  estimates  devel- 
oped pursuant  to  paragraph  (2)(C)1.  to  calculate  the  nonde- 
mand period  direct  energy  costs  and  the  probable  environ- 
mental energy  costs. 

5.  Annual  avoided  demand  and  energy  costs.  Annual 
avoided  demand  costs  shall  include  avoided  transmission 
and  distribution  capacity  costs,  plus  the  smaller  of  the  annu- 
al avoided  generation  capacity  costs  or  the  avoided  capacity 
cost  of  peaking  capacity.  Annual  avoided  energy  costs  shall 
include  annual  avoided  running  costs  plus  any  avoided 
capacity  costs  not  included  in  the  annual  demand  cost. 

(3)  Cost-Effectiveness  Screening  of  End-Use  Measures.  The 
utility  shall  evaluate  the  cost-effectiveness  of  each  end-use 
measure  identified  pursuant  to  section  (1)  using  the  proba- 
ble environmental  benefits  test.  AH  costs  and  benefits  shall 
be  expressed  in  nominal  dollars. 

(A)  The  utility  shall  develop  estimates  of  the  end-use  mea- 
sure demand  reduction  for  each  demand  period  and  energy 
savings  per  installation  for  each  avoided  cost  period  on  a 
normal-weather  basis.  If  the  utility  can  show  that  subannual 
load  impact  estimates  are  not  required  to  capture  the  poten- 
tial benefits  of  an  end-use  measure,  annual  estimates  of 
demand  and  energy  savings  may  be  used  for  cost-effective- 
ness screening. 

(B)  Benefits  per  installation  of  each  end-use  measure  in 
each  avoided  cost  period  shall  be  calculated  as  the  demand 
reduction  multiplied  by  the  levelized  avoided  demand  cost 
plus  the  energy  savings  multiplied  by  the  levelized  avoided 
energy  cost. 

1 . Avoided  costs  in  each  avoided  cost  period  shall  be 
levelized  over  the  planning  horizon  using  the  utility  discount 
rate. 

2.  Annualized  benefits  shall  be  calculated  as  the  sum  of 
the  levelized  benefits  over  all  avoided  cost  periods. 

(C)  Annualized  costs  per  installation  for  each  end-use 
measure  shall  be  calculated  as  the  sum  of  the  following 
components: 

1.  Incremental  costs  of  implementing  the  measure 
(regardless  of  who  pays  these  costs)  levelized  over  the  life 
of  the  measure  using  the  utility  discount  rate; 

2.  Incremental  annual  operation  and  maintenance  costs 
(regardless  of  who  pays  these  costs)  levelized  over  the  life 
of  the  measure  using  the  utility  discount  rate;  and 

3.  Any  probable  environmental  impact  mitigation  costs 
due  to  implementation  of  the  end-use  measure  that  are 
borne  by  either  the  utility  or  the  customer. 

(D)  Annualized  costs  for  end-use  measures  shall  not 
include  either  utility  marketing  and  delivery  costs  for 
demand-side  programs  or  lost  revenues  due  to  measure- 
induced  reductions  in  energy  sales  or  billing  demands 
between  rate  cases. 

(E)  Annualized  benefits  minus  annualized  costs  per  instal- 
lation must  be  positive  or  the  ratio  of  annualized  benefits  to 
annualized  costs  must  be  greater  than  one  (1 ) for  an  end-use 
measure  to  pass  the  screening  test.  The  utility  may  relax  this 
criterion  for  measures  that  are  judged  to  have  potential  ben- 


efits which  are  not  captured  by  the  estimated  load  impacts 
or  avoided  costs. 

(F)  End-use  measures  that  pass  the  probable  environmen- 
tal benefits  test  must  be  included  in  at  least  one  (1 ) poten- 
tial demand-side  program. 

(G)  For  each  end-use  measure  that  passes  the  probable 
environmental  benefits  test,  the  utility  also  shall  perform  the 
utility  benefits  test  for  informational  purposes.  This  calcula- 
tion shall  include  the  cost  components  identified  in  para- 
graphs (3)(C)1.  and  2.. 

(4)  The  utility  shall  estimate  the  technical  potential  of  each 
end-use  measure  that  passes  the  screening  test. 

(5)  The  utility  shall  conduct  market  research  studies,  cus- 
tomer surveys,  pilot  demand-side  programs,  test  marketing 
programs  and  other  activities  as  necessary  to  estimate  the 
technical  potential  of  end-use  measures  and  to  develop  the 
information  necessary  to  design  and  implement  cost-effec- 
tive demand-side  programs.  These  research  activities  shall 
be  designed  to  provide  a solid  foundation  of  information 
about  how  and  by  whom  energy-related  decisions  are  made 
and  about  the  most  appropriate  and  cost-effective  methods 
of  influencing  these  decisions  in  favor  of  greater  long-run 
energy  efficiency] 

(6)  The  utility  shall  develop  a set  of  potential  demand-side 
programs  that  are  designed  to  deliver  an  appropriate  selec- 
tion of  end-use  measures  to  each  market  segment.  The 
demand-side  program  planning  and  design  process  shall 
include  at  least  the  following  activities  and  elements: 

(A)  Identify  market  segments  that  are  numerous  and 
diverse  enough  to  provide  relatively  complete  coverage  of 
the  classes  and  decision-makers  identified  in  subsections 
(1  )(A)  and  (B),  and  that  are  specifically  defined  to  reflect  the 
primary  market  imperfections  that  are  common  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  market  segment; 

(B)  Analyze  the  interactions  between  end-use  measures 
(for  example,  more  efficient  lighting  reduces  the  savings 
related  to  efficiency  gains  in  cooling  equipment  because  effi- 
cient lighting  reduces  intrinsic  heat  gain); 

(C)  Assemble  menus  of  end-use  measures  that  are  appro- 
priate to  the  shared  characteristics  of  each  market  segment 
and  cost-effective  as  measured  by  the  screening  test;  and 

(D)  Design  a marketing  plan  and  delivery  process  to  pre- 
sent the  menu  of  end-use  measures  to  the  members  of  each 
market  segment  and  to  persuade  decision-makers  to  imple- 
ment as  many  of  these  measures  as  may  be  appropriate  to 
their  situation. 

(7)  Cost-Effectiveness  Screening  of  Demand-Side  Programs. 
The  utility  shall  evaluate  the  cost-effectiveness  of  each 
potential  demand-side  program  developed  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion (6)  using  the  total  resource  cost  test.  The  utility  cost 
test  shall  also  be  performed  for  purposes  of  comparison.  All 
costs  and  benefits  shall  be  expressed  in  nominal  dollars.  The 
following  procedure  shall  be  used  to  perform  these  tests: 

(A)  The  utility  shall  estimate  the  incremental  and  cumula- 
tive number  of  program  participants  and  end-use  measure 
installations  due  to  the  program  and  the  incremental  and 
cumulative  demand  reduction  and  energy  savings  due  to  the 
program  in  each  avoided  cost  period  in  each  year  of  the  plan- 
ning horizon. 

1.  Initial  estimates  of  demand-side  program  load 
impacts  shall  be  based  on  the  best  available  information 
from  in-house  research,  vendors,  consultants,  industry 
research  groups,  national  laboratories  or  other  credible 
sources. 
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2.  As  the  load-impact  measurements  required  by  sub- 
section (9)(B)  become  available,  these  results  shall  be  used 
in  the  ongoing  development  and  screening  of  demand-side 
programs  and  in  the  development  of  alternative  resource 
plans ; 

(B)  in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  the  benefits  of 
each  demand-side  program  shall  be  calculated  as  the  cumu- 
lative demand  reduction  multiplied  by  the  avoided  demand 
cost  plus  the  cumulative  energy  savings  multiplied  by  the 
avoided  energy  cost,  summed  over  the  avoided  cost  periods 
within  each  year.  These  calculations  shall  be  performed 
using  the  avoided  probable  environmental  costs  developed 
pursuant  to  section  (2); 

(C)  Utility  Cost  Test.  In  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon, 
the  costs  of  each  demand-side  program  shall  be  calculated 
as  the  sum  of  all  utility  incentive  payments  plus  utility  costs 
to  administer,  deliver  and  evaluate  each  demand-side  pro- 
gram. For  purposes  of  this  test,  demand-side  program  costs 
shall  not  include  lost  revenues  or  costs  paid  by  participants 
in  demand-side  programs; 

(D)  Total  Resource  Cost  Test.  In  each  year  of  the  planning 
horizon,  the  costs  of  each  demand-side  program  shall  be  cal- 
culated as  the  sum  of  all  incremental  costs  of  end-use  mea- 
sures that  are  implemented  due  to  the  program  f including 
both  utility  and  participant  contributions)  plus  utility  costs  to 
administer,  deliver  and  evaluate  each  demand-side  program. 
For  purposes  of  this  test,  demand-side  program  costs  shall 
not  include  lost  revenues  or  utility  incentive  payments  to 
customers; 

(E)  The  present  value  of  program  benefits  minus  the  pre- 
sent value  of  program  costs  over  the  planning  horizon  must 
be  positive  or  the  ratio  of  annualized  benefits  to  annualized 
costs  must  be  greater  than  one  (1)  for  a demand-side  pro- 
gram to  pass  the  utility  cost  test  or  the  total  resource  cost 
test.  The  utility  may  relax  this  criterion  for  programs  that  are 
judged  to  have  potential  benefits  that  are  not  captured  by 
the  estimated  load  impacts  or  avoided  costs;  and 

(F)  Potential  demand-side  programs  that  pass  the  total 
resource  cost  test  shall  be  considered  as  candidate  resource 
options  and  must  be  included  in  at  least  one  (1)  alternative 
resource  plan  developed  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.060(3). 

(8)  For  each  demand-side  program  that  passes  the  total 
resource  cost  test,  the  utility  shall  develop  time-differentiat- 
ed load  impact  estimates  over  the  planning  horizon  at  the 
level  of  detail  required  by  the  supply  system  simulation 
model  that  is  used  in  the  integrated  resource  analysis 
required  by  4 CSR  240-22.060(4). 

(9)  Evaluation  of  Demand-Side  Programs.  The  utility  shall 
develop  evaluation  plans  for  all  demand-side  programs  that 
are  included  in  the  preferred  resource  plan  selected  pursuant 
to  4 CSR  240-22.070(6).  The  purpose  of  these  evaluations 
shall  be  to  develop  the  information  necessary  to  improve  the 
design  of  existing  and  future  demand-side  programs,  and  to 
gather  data  on  the  implementation  costs  and  load  impacts  of 
programs  for  use  in  cost-effectiveness  screening  and  inte- 
grated resource  analysis. 

(A)  Process  Evaluation.  Each  demand-side  program  that  is 
part  of  the  utility's  preferred  resource  plan  shall  be  subject- 
ed to  an  ongoing  evaluation  process  which  addresses  at 
least  the  following  questions  about  program  design: 

1 . What  are  the  primary  market  imperfections  that  are 
common  to  the  target  market  segment ? 

2.  Is  the  target  market  segment  appropriately  defined  or 
should  it  be  further  subdivided  or  merged  with  other  seg- 
ments? 

3.  Does  the  mix  of  end-use  measures  included  in  the 


program  appropriately  reflect  the  diversity  of  end-use  energy 
service  needs  and  existing  end-use  technologies  within  the 
target  segment? 

4.  Are  the  communication  channels  and  delivery  mech- 
anisms appropriate  for  the  target  segment?  and 

5.  What  can  be  done  to  more  effectively  overcome  the 
identified  market  imperfections  and  to  increase  the  rate  of 
customer  acceptance  and  implementation  of  each  end-use 
measure  included  in  the  program? 

(B)  Impact  Evaluation.  The  utility  shall  develop  methods  of 
estimating  the  actual  load  impacts  of  each  demand-side  pro- 
gram included  in  the  utility's  preferred  resource  plan  to  a 
reasonable  degree  of  accuracy. 

1.  impact  evaluation  methods.  Comparisons  of  one  (1) 
or  both  of  the  following  types  shall  be  used  to  measure  pro- 
gram impacts  in  a manner  that  is  based  on  sound  statistical 
principles: 

A.  Comparisons  of  preadoption  and  postadoption 
loads  of  program  participants,  corrected  for  the  effects  of 
weather  and  other  intertemporal  differences;  and 

B.  Comparisons  between  program  participants'  loads 
and  those  of  an  appropriate  control  group  over  the  same 
time  period. 

2.  The  utility  shall  develop  load-impact  measurement 
protocols  that  are  designed  to  make  the  most  cost-effective 
use  of  the  following  types  of  measurements,  either  individu- 
ally or  in  combination:  monthly  billing  data,  load  research 
data,  end-use  load  metered  data,  building  and  equipment 
simulation  models,  and  survey  responses  or  audit  data  on 
appliance  and  equipment  type,  size  and  efficiency  levels, 
household  or  business  characteristics,  or  energy-related 
building  characteristics. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  develop  protocols  to  collect  data 
regarding  demand-side  program  market  potential,  participa- 
tion rates,  utility  costs,  participant  costs  and  total  costs. 

( 10)  Demand-side  programs  and  load-building  programs  shall 
be  separately  designed  and  administered,  and  all  costs  shall 
be  separately  classified  so  as  to  permit  a dear  distinction 
between  demand-side  program  costs  and  the  costs  of  load- 
building programs.  The  costs  of  demand-side  resource  devel- 
opment that  also  serve  other  functions  shall  be  allocated 
between  the  functions  served. 

(11)  Reporting  Requirements.  To  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  rule,  and  pursuant  to  the  require- 
ments of  4 CSR  240-22.080,  the  utility  shall  prepare  a 
report  that  contains  at  least  the  following  information: 

(A)  A list  of  the  end-use  measures  developed  for  initial 
screening  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  section  (1)  of  this 
rule; 

(B)  The  estimated  load  impacts,  annualized  costs  per 
installation  and  the  results  of  the  probable  environmental 
benefits  test  for  each  end-use  measure  identified  pursuant  to 
section  (1); 

(C)  The  technical  potential  and  the  results  of  the  utility 
benefits  test  for  each  end-use  measure  that  passes  the  prob- 
able environmental  benefits  test; 

(D)  Documentation  of  the  methods  and  assumptions  used 
to  develop  the  avoided  cost  estimates  developed  pursuant  to 
section  (2)  including: 

1 . A description  of  the  type  and  timing  of  new  supply 
resources,  including  transmission  and  distribution  facilities, 
used  to  calculate  avoided  capacity  costs; 

2.  A description  of  the  assumptions  and  procedure  used 
to  calculate  avoided  running  costs; 

3.  A description  of  the  avoided  cost  periods  and  how 
they  were  determined; 
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4.  A tabulation  of  the  direct  running  costs  and  the  prob- 
able environmental  running  costs  for  each  avoided  cost  peri- 
od in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon;  and 

5.  A tabulation  of  the  avoided  demand  cost,  the  avoid- 
ed direct  energy  costs  and  the  avoided  probable  environ- 
mental energy  costs  for  each  avoided  cost  period  in  each 
year  of  the  planning  horizon; 

(E)  Copies  of  completed  market  research  studies,  pilot  pro- 
grams, test  marketing  programs  and  other  studies  as 
required  by  section  (5)  of  this  rule  and  descriptions  of  those 
studies  that  are  planned  or  in  progress  and  the  scheduled 
completion  dates; 

(FI  A description  of  each  market  segment  identified  pur- 
suant to  subsection  (6)(A); 

(G)  A description  of  each  demand-side  program  developed 
for  initial  screening  pursuant  to  section  (6)  of  this  rule; 

( H ) A tabulation  of  the  incremental  and  cumulative  num- 
ber of  participants,  load  impacts,  utility  costs  and  program 
participant  costs  in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon  for 
each  demand-side  program  developed  pursuant  to  section 
(6)  of  this  rule; 

( I ) The  results  of  the  utility  cost  test  and  the  total  resource 
cost  test  for  each  demand-side  program  developed  pursuant 
to  section  (6)  of  this  rule;  and 

( J ) A description  of  the  process  and  impact  evaluation 
plans  for  demand-side  programs  that  are  included  in  the  pre- 
ferred resource  plan  as  required  by  section  (9)  of  this  rule 
and  the  results  of  any  such  evaluations  that  have  been  com- 
pleted since  the  utility's  last  scheduled  filing  pursuant  to  4 
CSR  240-22.080.] 

(1)  The  utility  shall  identify  a set  of  potential  demand-side 
resources  from  which  demand-side  candidate  resource  options 
will  be  identified  for  the  purposes  of  developing  the  alternative 
resource  plans  required  by  4 CSR  240-22.060(3).  A potential 
demand-side  resource  consists  of  a demand-side  program 
designed  to  deliver  one  (1)  or  more  energy  efficiency  and  energy 
management  measures  or  a demand-side  rate.  The  utility  shall 
select  the  set  of  potential  demand-side  resources  and  describe 
and  document  its  selection— 

(A)  To  provide  broad  coverage  of— 

1.  Appropriate  market  segments  within  each  major  class; 

2.  All  significant  decision-makers,  including  at  least  those 
who  choose  building  design  features  and  thermal  integrity  levels, 
equipment  and  appliance  efficiency  levels,  and  utilization  levels  of 
the  energy-using  capital  stock; 

3.  All  major  end  uses,  including  at  least  the  end  uses  which 
are  to  be  considered  in  the  utility’s  load  analysis  as  listed  in  4 
CSR  240-22. 030(4)(A)1.;  and 

4.  Renewable  energy  sources,  distributed  generation 
resources,  and  energy  technologies  on  the  customer-side  of  the 
meter  that  substitute  for  electricity  at  the  point  of  use; 

(B)  To  fulfill  the  goal  of  achieving  all  cost-effective  demand- 
side  savings,  the  utility  shall  design  highly  effective  potential 
demand-side  programs  pursuant  to  subsection  (1)(A)  that  broad- 
ly cover  the  full  spectrum  of  cost-effective  end-use  measures  for 
all  customer  market  segments; 

(C)  To  include  demand-side  rates  for  all  customer  market  seg- 
ments; 

(D)  To  consider  and  assess  multiple  designs  for  demand-side 
programs  and  demand-side  rates,  selecting  the  optimal  designs 
for  implementation,  and  modifying  them  as  necessary  to  enhance 
their  performance;  and 

(E)  To  include  the  effects  of  improved  technologies  expected 
over  the  planning  horizon  to — 

1.  Reduce  or  manage  energy  use;  or 

2.  Improve  the  delivery  of  demand-side  programs  or 
demand-side  rates. 


(2)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  market  research 
studies,  customer  surveys,  pilot  demand-side  programs,  pilot 
demand-side  rates,  test  marketing  programs,  and  other  activities 
as  necessary  to  estimate  the  technical  potential  and  realistic 
achievable  potential  of  potential  demand-side  resource  options 
for  the  utility  and  to  develop  the  information  necessary  to  design 
and  implement  cost-effective  demand-side  programs  and 
demand-side  rates.  These  research  activities  shall  be  designed  to 
provide  a solid  foundation  of  information  applicable  to  the  utili- 
ty about  how  and  by  whom  energy-related  decisions  are  made 
and  about  the  most  appropriate  and  cost-effective  methods  of 
influencing  these  decisions  in  favor  of  greater  long-run  energy 
efficiency  and  energy  management  impacts.  The  utility  may  com- 
pile existing  data  or  adopt  data  developed  by  other  entities, 
including  government  agencies  and  other  utilities,  as  long  as  the 
utility  verifies  the  applicability  of  the  adopted  data  to  its  service 
territory.  The  utility  shall  provide  copies  of  completed  market 
research  studies,  pilot  programs,  pilot  rates,  test  marketing  pro- 
grams, and  other  studies  as  required  by  this  rule  and  descriptions 
of  those  studies  that  are  planned  or  in  progress  and  the  scheduled 
completion  dates. 

(3)  The  utility  shall  develop  potential  demand-side  programs  that 
are  designed  to  deliver  an  appropriate  selection  of  end-use  mea- 
sures to  each  market  segment.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  doc- 
ument its  potential  demand-side  program  planning  and  design 
process  which  shall  include  at  least  the  following  activities  and 
elements: 

(A)  Review  demand-side  programs  that  have  been  implement- 
ed by  other  utilities  with  similar  characteristics  and  identify  pro- 
grams that  would  be  applicable  for  the  utility; 

(B)  Identify,  describe,  and  document  market  segments  that  are 
numerous  and  diverse  enough  to  provide  relatively  complete  cov- 
erage of  the  major  classes  and  decision-makers  identified  in  sub- 
section (1)(A)  and  that  are  specifically  defined  to  reflect  the  pri- 
mary market  imperfections  that  are  common  to  the  members  of 
the  market  segment; 

(C)  Identify  a comprehensive  list  of  end-use  measures  and 
demand-side  programs  considered  by  the  utility  and  develop 
menus  of  end-use  measures  for  each  demand-side  program.  The 
demand-side  programs  shall  be  appropriate  to  the  shared  char- 
acteristics of  each  market  segment.  The  end-use  measures  shall 
reflect  technological  changes  in  end-uses  that  may  be  reasonably 
anticipated  to  occur  during  the  planning  horizon; 

(D)  Assess  how  advancements  in  metering  and  distribution 
technologies  that  may  be  reasonably  anticipated  to  occur  during 
the  planning  horizon  affect  the  ability  to  implement  or  deliver 
potential  demand-side  programs; 

(E)  Design  a marketing  plan  and  delivery  process  to  present 
the  menu  of  end-use  measures  to  the  members  of  each  market 
segment  and  to  persuade  decision-makers  to  implement  as  many 
of  these  measures  as  may  be  appropriate  to  their  situation.  When 
appropriate,  consider  multiple  approaches  for  the  same  menu  of 
end-use  measures; 

(F)  Evaluate  statewide  marketing  and  outreach  programs, 
joint  programs  with  natural  gas  utilities,  upstream  market  trans- 
formation programs,  and  other  activities.  In  the  event  that 
statewide  marketing  and  outreach  programs  are  preferred,  the 
utilities  shall  develop  joint  programs  in  consultation  with  the 
stakeholder  group; 

(G)  Estimate  the  characteristics  needed  for  the  twenty  (20)- 
year  planning  horizon  to  assess  the  cost  effectiveness  of  each 
potential  demand-side  program,  including: 

1.  An  assessment  of  the  demand  and  energy  reduction 
impacts  of  each  stand-alone  end-use  measure  contained  in  each 
potential  demand-side  program; 

2.  An  assessment  of  how  the  interactions  between  end-use 
measures,  when  bundled  with  other  end-use  measures  in  the 
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potential  demand-side  program,  would  affect  the  stand-alone 
end-use  measure  impact  estimates; 

3.  An  estimate  of  the  incremental  and  cumulative  number  of 
program  participants  and  end-use  measure  installations  due  to 
the  potential  demand-side  program; 

4.  For  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  an  estimate  of  the 
incremental  and  cumulative  demand  reduction  and  energy  sav- 
ings due  to  the  potential  demand-side  program;  and 

5.  For  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  an  estimate  of  the 
costs,  including: 

A.  The  incremental  cost  of  each  stand-alone  end-use  mea- 
sure; 

B.  The  cost  of  incentives  paid  by  the  utility  to  customers 
to  participate  in  the  potential  demand-side  program.  The  utility 
shall  consider  multiple  levels  of  incentives  paid  by  the  utility  for 
each  end-use  measure  within  a potential  demand-side  program, 
with  commensurate  adjustments  to  the  technical  potential  and 
the  realistic  achievable  potential  of  that  potential  demand-side 
program; 

C.  The  cost  of  incentives  to  customers  to  participate  in  the 
potential  demand-side  program  paid  by  the  entities  other  than 
the  utility; 

D.  The  cost  to  the  customer  and  to  the  utility  of  technol- 
ogy to  implement  a potential  demand-side  program; 

E.  The  utility’s  cost  to  administer  the  potential  demand- 
side  program;  and 

F.  Other  costs  identified  by  the  utility; 

(H)  A tabulation  of  the  incremental  and  cumulative  number  of 
participants,  load  impacts,  utility  costs,  and  program  participant 
costs  in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon  for  each  potential 
demand-side  program;  and 

(I)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  how  it  performed 
the  assessments  and  developed  the  estimates  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (3)(G)  and  shall  provide  documentation  of  its  sources  and 
quality  of  information. 

(4)  The  utility  shall  develop  potential  demand-side  rates  designed 
for  each  market  segment  to  reduce  the  net  consumption  of  elec- 
tricity or  modify  the  timing  of  its  use.  The  utility  shall  describe 
and  document  its  demand-side  rate  planning  and  design  process 
and  shall  include  at  least  the  following  activities  and  elements: 

(A)  Review  demand-side  rates  that  have  been  implemented  by 
other  utilities  and  identify  whether  similar  demand-side  rates 
would  be  applicable  for  the  utility  taking  into  account  factors 
such  as  similarity  in  electric  prices  and  customer  makeup; 

(B)  Identify  demand-side  rates  applicable  to  the  major  classes 
and  decision-makers  identified  in  subsection  (1)(A).  When 
appropriate,  consider  multiple  demand-side  rate  designs  for  the 
same  major  classes; 

(C)  Assess  how  technological  advancements  that  may  be  rea- 
sonably anticipated  to  occur  during  the  planning  horizon,  includ- 
ing advanced  metering  and  distribution  systems,  affect  the  abili- 
ty to  implement  demand-side  rates; 

(D)  Estimate  the  characteristics  needed  for  the  twenty  (20)- 
year  planning  horizon  to  assess  the  cost  effectiveness  of  each 
potential  demand-side  rate,  including: 

1.  An  assessment  of  the  demand  and  energy  reduction 
impacts  of  each  potential  demand-side  rate; 

2.  An  assessment  of  how  the  interactions  between  multiple 
potential  demand-side  rates,  if  offered  simultaneously,  would 
affect  the  impact  estimates; 

3.  An  assessment  of  how  the  interactions  between  potential 
demand-side  rates  and  potential  demand-side  programs  would 
affect  the  impact  estimates  of  the  potential  demand-side  pro- 
grams and  potential  demand-side  rates; 

4.  For  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  an  estimate  of  the 
incremental  and  cumulative  demand  reduction  and  energy  sav- 
ings due  to  the  potential  demand-side  rate;  and 

5.  For  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  an  estimate  of  the 


costs  of  each  potential  demand-side  rate,  including: 

A.  The  cost  of  incentives  to  customers  to  participate  in  the 
potential  demand-side  rate  paid  by  the  utility.  The  utility  shall 
consider  multiple  levels  of  incentives  to  achieve  customer  partic- 
ipation in  each  potential  demand-side  rate,  with  commensurate 
adjustments  to  the  technical  potential  and  the  realistic  achievable 
potentials  of  that  potential  demand-side  rate; 

B.  The  cost  to  the  customer  and  to  the  utility  of  technolo- 
gy to  implement  the  potential  demand-side  rate; 

C.  The  utility’s  cost  to  administer  the  potential  demand- 
side  rate;  and 

D.  Other  costs  identified  by  the  utility; 

(E)  A tabulation  of  the  incremental  and  cumulative  number  of 
participants,  load  impacts,  utility  costs,  and  program  participant 
costs  in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon  for  each  potential 
demand-side  program; 

(F)  Evaluate  how  each  demand-side  rate  would  be  considered 
by  the  utility’s  Regional  Transmission  Organization  (RTO);  and 

(G)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  how  it  performed 
the  assessments  and  developed  the  estimates  pursuant  to  subsec- 
tion (4)(D)  and  shall  document  its  sources  and  quality  of  infor- 
mation. 

(5)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  evaluation  of  the 
cost-effectiveness  of  each  potential  demand-side  program  devel- 
oped pursuant  to  section  (3)  and  each  potential  demand-side  rate 
developed  pursuant  to  section  (4).  All  costs  and  benefits  shall  be 
expressed  in  nominal  dollars. 

(A)  In  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon,  the  benefits  of  each 
potential  demand-side  program  and  each  potential  demand-side 
rate  shall  be  calculated  as  the  cumulative  demand  reduction  mul- 
tiplied by  the  avoided  demand  cost  plus  the  cumulative  energy 
savings  multiplied  by  the  avoided  energy  cost.  These  calculations 
shall  be  performed  both  with  and  without  the  avoided  probable 
environmental  costs.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  the 
methods,  data,  and  assumptions  it  used  to  develop  the  avoided 
costs. 

1.  The  utility  avoided  demand  cost  shall  include  the  capaci- 
ty cost  of  generation,  transmission,  and  distribution  facilities, 
adjusted  to  reflect  reliability  reserve  margins  and  capacity  losses 
on  the  transmission  and  distribution  systems,  or  the  correspond- 
ing market-based  equivalents  of  those  costs.  The  utility  shall 
describe  and  document  how  it  developed  its  avoided  demand  cost, 
and  the  capacity  cost  chosen  shall  be  consistent  throughout  the 
triennial  compliance  filing. 

2.  The  utility  avoided  energy  cost  shall  include  the  fuel  costs, 
emission  allowance  costs,  and  variable  operation  and  mainte- 
nance costs  of  generation  facilities,  adjusted  to  reflect  energy 
losses  on  the  transmission  and  distribution  systems,  or  the  corre- 
sponding market-based  equivalents  of  those  costs.  The  utility 
shall  describe  and  document  how  it  developed  its  avoided  energy 
cost,  and  the  energy  costs  shall  be  consistent  throughout  the  tri- 
ennial compliance  filing. 

3.  The  avoided  probable  environmental  costs  include  the 
effects  of  the  probable  environmental  costs  calculated  pursuant 
to  4 CSR  240-22. 040 (2) (B)  on  the  utility  avoided  demand  cost  and 
the  utility  avoided  energy  cost.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  doc- 
ument how  it  developed  its  avoided  probable  environmental  cost. 

(B)  The  total  resource  cost  test  shall  be  used  to  evaluate  the 
cost-effectiveness  of  the  potential  demand-side  programs  and 
potential  demand-side  rates.  In  each  year  of  the  planning  hori- 
zon— 

1.  The  costs  of  each  potential  demand-side  program  shall  be 
calculated  as  the  sum  of  all  incremental  costs  of  end-use  mea- 
sures that  are  implemented  due  to  the  program  (including  both 
utility  and  participant  contributions)  plus  utility  costs  to  admin- 
ister, deliver,  and  evaluate  each  potential  demand-side  program; 

2.  The  costs  of  each  potential  demand-side  rate  shall  be  cal- 
culated as  the  sum  of  all  incremental  costs  that  are  due  to  the  rate 
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(including  both  utility  and  participant  contributions)  plus  utility 
costs  to  administer,  deliver,  and  evaluate  each  potential  demand- 
side  rate; 

3.  For  purposes  of  this  test,  the  costs  of  potential  demand- 
side  programs  and  potential  demand-side  rates  shall  not  include 
lost  revenues  or  utility  incentive  payments  to  customers;  and 

4.  The  costs  shall  include,  but  separately  identify,  the  costs 
of  any  rate  of  return  or  incentive  included  in  the  utility’s  recov- 
ery of  demand-side  program  costs. 

(C)  The  utility  cost  test  shall  also  be  performed  for  purposes  of 
comparison.  In  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon — 

1.  The  costs  of  each  potential  demand-side  program  and 
potential  demand-side  rate  shall  be  calculated  as  the  sum  of  all 
utility  incentive  payments  plus  utility  costs  to  administer,  deliver, 
and  evaluate  each  potential  demand-side  program  or  potential 
demand-side  rate;  and 

2.  For  purposes  of  this  test,  the  costs  of  potential  demand- 
side  programs  and  potential  demand-side  rates  shall  not  include 
lost  revenues. 

(D)  The  present  value  of  program  benefits  minus  the  present 
value  of  program  costs  over  the  planning  horizon  must  be  posi- 
tive or  the  ratio  of  annualized  benefits  to  annualized  costs  must 
be  greater  than  one  (1)  for  a potential  demand-side  program  or 
potential  demand-side  rate  to  pass  the  utility  cost  test  or  the  total 
resource  cost  test.  The  utility  may  relax  this  criterion  for  pro- 
grams that  are  judged  to  have  potential  benefits  that  are  not  cap- 
tured by  the  estimated  load  impacts  or  avoided  costs,  including 
programs  required  to  comply  with  legal  mandates. 

(E)  The  utility  shall  provide  results  of  the  total  resource  cost 
test  and  the  utility  cost  test  for  each  potential  demand-side  pro- 
gram evaluated  pursuant  to  subsection  (5)(B)  and  for  each  poten- 
tial demand-side  rate  evaluated  pursuant  to  subsection  (5)(C)  of 
this  rule,  including  a tabulation  of  the  benefits  (avoided  costs), 
demand-side  resource  costs,  and  net  benefits  or  costs. 

(F)  If  the  utility  calculates  values  for  other  tests  to  assist  in  the 
design  of  demand-side  programs  or  demand-side  rates,  the  utili- 
ty shall  describe  and  document  the  tests  and  provide  the  results 
of  those  tests. 

(G)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  how  it  performed 
the  cost  effectiveness  assessments  pursuant  to  section  (5)  and 
shall  describe  and  document  its  methods  and  its  sources  and 
quality  of  information. 

(6)  Potential  demand-side  programs  and  potential  demand-side 
rates  that  pass  the  total  resource  cost  test  including  probable 
environmental  costs  shall  be  considered  as  demand-side  candi- 
date resource  options  and  must  be  included  in  at  least  one  (1) 
alternative  resource  plan  developed  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240- 
22.060(3). 

(A)  The  utility  may  bundle  demand-side  candidate  resource 
options  into  portfolios,  as  long  as  the  requirements  pursuant  to 
section  (1)  are  met  and  as  long  as  multiple  demand-side  candi- 
date resource  options  and  portfolios  advance  for  consideration  in 
the  integrated  resource  analysis  in  4 CSR  240-22.060.  The  utility 
shall  describe  and  document  how  its  demand-side  candidate 
resource  options  and  portfolios  satisfy  these  requirements. 

(B)  For  each  demand-side  candidate  resource  option  or  port- 
folio, the  utility  shall  describe  and  document  the  time-differenti- 
ated load  impact  estimates  over  the  planning  horizon  at  the  level 
of  detail  required  by  the  supply  system  simulation  model  that  is 
used  in  the  integrated  resource  analysis,  including  a tabulation  of 
the  estimated  annual  change  in  energy  usage  and  in  diversified 
demand  for  each  year  in  the  planning  horizon  due  to  the  imple- 
mentation of  the  candidate  demand-side  resource  option  or  port- 
folio. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  assessment  of 
the  potential  uncertainty  associated  with  the  load  impact  esti- 
mates of  the  demand-side  candidate  resource  options  or  portfo- 
lios. The  utility  shall  estimate— 


1.  The  impact  of  the  uncertainty  concerning  the  customer 
participation  levels  by  estimating  and  comparing  the  technical 
potential  and  realistic  achievable  potential  of  each  demand-side 
candidate  resource  option  or  portfolio;  and 

2.  The  impact  of  uncertainty  concerning  the  cost  effective- 
ness by  identifying  uncertain  factors  affecting  which  demand-side 
resources  are  cost  effective.  The  utility  shall  identify  how  the 
menu  of  cost  effective  demand-side  measures  changes  with  these 
uncertain  factors  and  shall  estimate  how  these  changes  affect  the 
load  impact  estimates  associated  with  the  demand-side  candidate 
resource  options. 

(7)  For  each  demand-side  candidate  resource  option  identified  in 
section  (6),  the  utility  shall  describe  and  document  the  general 
principles  it  will  use  to  develop  evaluation  plans  pursuant  to  4 
CSR  240-22.070(8).  The  utility  shall  verify  that  the  evaluation 
costs  in  subsections  (5)(B)  and  (5)(C)  are  appropriate  and  com- 
mensurate with  these  evaluation  plans  and  principles. 

(8)  Demand-side  resources  and  load-building  programs  shall  be 
separately  designed  and  administered,  and  all  costs  shall  be  sep- 
arately classified  to  permit  a clear  distinction  between  demand- 
side  resource  costs  and  the  costs  of  load-building  programs.  The 
costs  of  demand-side  resource  development  that  also  serve  other 
functions  shall  be  allocated  between  the  functions  served. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
four  hundred  sixty-five  thousand  dollars  ($465, 000)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission ’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission’s electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-filing-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1)  of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Services  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  COST 


I.  Department  Title:  Missouri  Department  of  Economic  Development 


Division  Title: 
Chapter  Title: 

Missouri  Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22  - Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

Rule  Number  and 

4 CSR  240-22.050 

Title: 

Demand-Side  Resource  Analysis 

Type  of 

Rule  Revision 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which 
would  likely  be  affected 
by  the  adoption  of  the 
rule: 

Classification  by  types 
of  the  business  entities 
which  would  likely  be 
affected: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  first 
year  cost  of 
compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  cost 
of  compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities  (years  2-4): 

4 

Investor-owned  electric 
utilities 

$465,000 

$465,000 

III.  WORKSHEET 

1 . KCPL  estimated  $300,000  additional  labor  (assumed  to  be  annual  costs), 

$350,000  one  time  consultant  cost  and  $300,000  consultant  cost  every  6 years. 
This  results  in  a KCPL  estimated  $350,000  annual  costs  and  $300,000  costs  every 
6 years. 

2.  Empire  estimated  $ 1 70,000  due  to  analysis  related  to  rate  design  and  smart  grid. 

3.  AmerenUE  estimated  $ 1 00,000  for  the  analysis  of  the  smart  grid,  $ 1 50,000  for 
evaluation  of  the  impacts  of  energy  efficiency  that  occurs  outside  of  its  programs 
and  $200,000  for  analysis  of  rate  design  impacts. 

IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 
KCPL 

• Costs  supplied  for  KCPL  are  assumed  to  be  for  both  KCP&L  and  KCP&L  - 
Greater  Missouri  Operations  Company  (GMO). 

• $350,000  of  the  estimated  one  time  cost  was  estimated  for  rate  planning  and 
design  which  is  already  required  by  the  current  rule. 

• This  results  in  an  annual  impact  of  $300,000  and  a every  6 year  impact  of 
$300,000  (which  divided  by  6 to  get  an  annual  amount  is  $50,000) 


Page  1760 


Proposed  Rules 


December  1,  2010 
Vol.  35.  No.  23 


• Therefore  the  fiscal  impact  estimated  for  KCP&L  and  GMO  is  $350,000  annual 
costs. 

Empire 

• Estimated  $ 1 70,000  due  to  smart  grid  and  rate  design  requirements 

• Rate  design  is  required  by  the  current  rule 

• Changes  to  filing  frequency  for  Empire  results  in  Empire  having  to  meet  the  full 
rule  requirements  every  six  years  instead  of  the  current  requirement  of  every  3 
years. 

• Therefore,  the  fiscal  impact  estimated  for  Empire  is  a cost  of  $90, 000  every  6 
years  or  $15,000  annually. 

AmerenUE 

• In  its  filings  to  meet  the  current  requirements,  AmerenUE  states  that  it  includes  an 
evaluation  of  the  impacts  of  energy  efficiency  that  occurs  outside  of  its  programs 
in  its  load  forecast.  Therefore,  AmerenUE  is  currently  incurring  this  cost. 

• Rate  design  is  required  by  the  current  rule 

• AmerenUE  gives  costs  as  cost  per  filing.  Staff  assumes  that  this  is  an  annual  cost. 

• Therefore,  the  fiscal  impact  estimated  for  AmerenUE  is  an  annual  cost  of 

$100,000 
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Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.060  Integrated  Resource  Plan  and  Risk  Analysis. 

The  commission  is  amending  the  purpose  statement  and  sections 

(l)-(3),  deleting  sections  (4)-(6),  and  adding  new  sections  (4)— (7) . 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  moves  the  risk  analysis  cur- 
rently found  in  4 CSR  240-22. 070  into  the  integration  process.  It 
also  sets  out  definite  filing  requirements  to  document  the  process. 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  requires  the  utility  to  design  alternative 
resource  plans  to  meet  the  planning  objectives  identified  in  4 CSR 
240-22.010(2)  and  sets  minimum  standards  for  the  scope  and  level  of 
detail  required  in  resource  plan  analysis!,]  and  for  the  logically  con- 
sistent and  economically  equivalent  analysis  of  alternative  resource 
plans.  This  rule  also  requires  the  utility  to  identify  the  critical 
uncertain  factors  that  affect  the  performance  of  alternative 
resource  plans  and  establishes  minimum  standards  for  the  methods 
used  to  assess  the  risks  associated  with  these  uncertainties. 

(1)  Resource  Planning  Objectives.  The  utility  shall  design  alternative 
resource  plans  to  satisfy  at  least  the  objectives  and  priorities  identi- 
fied in  4 CSR  240-22.010(2).  The  utility  may  identify  additional 
planning  objectives  that  alternative  resource  plans  will  be  designed  to 
[serve]  meet.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  addi- 
tional planning  objectives  and  its  guiding  principles  to  design 
alternative  resource  plans  that  satisfy  all  of  the  planning  objec- 
tives and  priorities. 

(2)  Specification  of  Performance  Measures.  The  utility  shall  specify, 
describe,  and  document  a set  of  quantitative  measures  for  assessing 
the  performance  of  alternative  resource  plans  with  respect  to  [iden- 
tified] resource  planning  objectives. 

(A)  These  performance  measures  shall  include  at  least  the  fol- 
lowing: [present] 

1.  Present  worth  of  utility  revenue  requirements,  [present] 

with  and  without  any  financial  performance  incentives  the  utili- 
ty is  planning  to  request; 

2.  Present  worth  of  probable  environmental  costs/",  present]', 

3.  Present  worth  of  out-of-pocket  costs  to  participants  in 
demand-side  programs/",  levelized  annual  average]  and  rates  [and 
maximum]', 

4.  Levelized  annual  average  rates; 

5.  Maximum  single-year  increase  in  annual  average  rates; 

6.  Financial  ratios  or  other  credit  metrics  indicative  of  the 
utility’s  ability  to  finance  alternative  resource  plans;  and 

7.  Other  measures  that  utility  decision-makers  believe  are 
appropriate  for  assessing  the  performance  of  alternative  resource 
plans  relative  to  the  planning  objectives  identified  in  4 CSR  240- 
22.010(2). 

(B)  All  present  worth  and  levelization  calculations  shall  use  the 
utility  discount  rate  and  all  costs  and  benefits  shall  be  expressed  in 
nominal  dollars.  [Utility  decision-makers  may  also  specify 
other  measures  that  they  believe  are  appropriate  for  assess- 
ing the  performance  of  resource  plans  relative  to  the  plan- 
ning objectives  identified  in  4 CSR  240-22.010(2).] 


(3)  Development  of  Alternative  Resource  Plans.  The  utility  shall  use 
appropriate  combinations  of  [candidate]  demand-side  resources 
and  supply-side  resources  to  develop  a set  of  alternative  resource 
plans,  each  of  which  is  designed  to  achieve  one  (1)  or  more  of  the 
planning  objectives  identified  in  4 CSR  240-22.010(2).  Demand- 
side  resources  are  the  demand-side  candidate  resource  options 
and  portfolios  developed  in  4 CSR  240-22.050(6).  Supply-side 
resources  are  the  supply-side  candidate  resource  options  devel- 
oped in  4 CSR  240-22.040(4).  The  goal  is  to  develop  a set  of  alter- 
native plans  based  on  substantively  different  mixes  of  supply-side 
resources  and  demand-side  resources  to  assess  their  relative  per- 
formance under  expected  conditions  as  well  as  their  robustness 
under  a broad  range  of  conditions. 

(A)  The  utility  shall  develop,  and  describe  and  document,  at 
least  one  (1)  alternative  resource  plan,  and  as  many  as  may  be 
needed  to  assess  the  range  of  resource  options,  for  each  of  the  fol- 
lowing cases.  Each  of  the  alternative  resource  plans  for  cases  pur- 
suant to  paragraphs  (3)(A)1.-(3)(A)5.  shall  provide  resources  to 
meet  at  least  the  projected  load  growth  and  resource  retirements 
over  the  planning  period  in  a manner  specified  by  the  case.  The 
utility  shall  examine  cases  that— 

1.  Minimally  comply  with  legal  mandates  for  demand-side 
resources,  renewable  energy  resources,  and  other  mandated  ener- 
gy resources.  This  constitutes  the  compliance  benchmark 
resource  plan  for  planning  purposes; 

2.  Utilize  only  renewable  energy  resources,  up  to  the  maxi- 
mum potential  capability  of  renewable  resources  in  each  year  of 
the  planning  horizon,  if  that  results  in  more  renewable  energy 
resources  than  the  minimally  compliant  plan.  This  constitutes  the 
aggressive  renewable  energy  resource  plan  for  planning  purpos- 
es; 

3.  Utilize  only  demand-side  resources,  up  to  the  maximum 
technical  potential  of  demand-side  resources  in  each  year  of  the 
planning  horizon,  if  that  results  in  more  demand-side  resources 
than  the  minimally-compliant  plan.  This  constitutes  the  aggres- 
sive demand-side  resource  plan  for  planning  purposes; 

4.  In  the  event  that  legal  mandates  identify  energy  resources 
other  than  renewable  energy  or  demand-side  resources,  utilize 
only  the  other  energy  resources,  up  to  the  maximum  potential 
capability  of  the  other  energy  resources  in  each  year  of  the  plan- 
ning horizon,  if  that  results  in  more  of  the  other  energy  resources 
than  the  compliance  benchmark  resource  plan.  For  planning 
purposes,  this  constitutes  the  aggressive  legally-mandated  other 
energy  resource  plan; 

5.  Optimally  comply  with  legal  mandates  for  demand-side 
resources,  renewable  energy  resources,  and  other  targeted  ener- 
gy resources.  This  constitutes  the  optimal  compliance  resource 
plan,  where  every  legal  mandate  is  at  least  minimally  met,  but 
some  resources  may  be  optimally  utilized  at  levels  greater  than 
the  mandated  minimums; 

6.  Any  other  plan  specified  by  the  staff  as  a special  contem- 
porary issue  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.080(4); 

7.  Any  other  plan  specified  by  commission  order;  and 

8.  Any  additional  alternative  resource  plans  that  the  utility 
deems  should  be  analyzed. 

(B)  The  alternative  resource  plans  developed  at  this  stage  of  the 
analysis  shall  not  include  load-building  programs,  which  shall  be 
analyzed  as  required  by  [section  (5)  of  this  rule]  4 CSR  240- 
22.070(5). 

[(4)  Analysis  of  Alternative  Resource  Plans.  The  utility  shall 
assess  the  relative  performance  of  the  alternative  resource 
plans  by  calculating  for  each  plan  the  value  of  each  perfor- 
mance measure  specified  pursuant  to  section  (2).  This  cal- 
culation shall  assume  values  for  uncertain  factors  that  are 
judged  by  utility  decision-makers  to  be  most  likely.  The 
analysis  shall  cover  a planning  horizon  of  at  least  twenty 
(20)  years  and  shall  be  carried  out  with  computer  models 
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that  are  capable  of  simulating  the  total  operation  of  the  sys- 
tem on  a year-by-year  basis  in  order  to  assess  the  cumula- 
tive impacts  of  alternative  resource  plans.  These  models 
shall  be  sufficiently  detailed  to  accomplish  the  following 
tasks  and  objectives: 

(A)  The  financial  impact  of  alternative  resource  plans  shall 
be  modeled  in  sufficient  detail  to  provide  comparative  esti- 
mates of  at  least  the  following  measures  of  the  utility's 
financial  condition  for  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon:  pre- 
tax interest  coverage,  ratio  of  total  debt  to  total  capital  and 
ratio  of  net  cash  flow  to  capital  expenditures; 

(B)  The  modeling  procedure  shall  be  based  on  the  assump- 
tion that  rates  will  be  adjusted  annually,  in  a manner  that  is 
consistent  with  Missouri  law.  This  provision  does  not  imply 
any  requirement  for  the  utility  to  file  actual  rate  cases  or  for 
the  commission  to  accord  any  particular  ratemaking  treat- 
ment to  actual  costs  incurred  by  the  utility; 

(C)  The  modeling  procedure  shall  include  a method  to 
ensure  that  the  impact  of  changes  in  electric  rates  on  future 
levels  of  demand  for  electric  service  is  accounted  for  in  the 
analysis;  and 

(D)  The  modeling  procedure  shall  treat  supply-side  and 
demand-side  resources  on  a logically  consistent  and  eco- 
nomically equivalent  basis.  This  means  that  the  same  types 
or  categories  of  costs,  benefits  and  risks  shall  be  considered, 
and  that  these  factors  shall  be  quantified  at  a similar  level  of 
detail  and  precision  for  all  resource  types. 

(5)  Analysis  of  Load-Building  Programs,  if  the  utility  intends 
to  continue  existing  load-building  programs  or  implement 
new  ones,  it  shall  analyze  these  programs  in  the  context  of 
one  (1)  or  more  of  the  alternative  plans  developed  pursuant 
to  section  (3)  of  this  rule,  including  the  preferred  resource 
plan  selected  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(6).  This  analy- 
sis shall  use  the  same  modeling  procedure  and  assumptions 
described  in  section  (4)  and  shall  include  the  following  ele- 
ments: 

(A)  Estimation  of  the  impact  of  load-building  programs  on 
the  electric  utility's  summer  and  winter  peak  demands  and 
energy  usage; 

(B)  A comparison  of  annual  average  rates  in  each  year  of 
the  planning  horizon  for  the  resource  plan  with  and  without 
the  load-building  program; 

(C)  A comparison  of  the  probable  environmental  costs  of 
the  resource  plan  in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon  with 
and  without  the  proposed  load-building  program;  and 

ID)  An  assessment  of  any  other  aspects  of  the  proposed 
load-building  programs  that  affect  the  public  interest. 

(6)  Reporting  Requirements.  To  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  rule,  and  pursuant  to  the  require- 
ments of  4 CSR  240-22.080,  the  utility  shall  prepare  a 
report  that  contains  at  least  the  following  information: 

(A)  A description  of  each  alternative  resource  plan  includ- 
ing the  type  and  size  of  each  resource  addition  and  a listing 
of  the  sequence  and  schedule  for  retiring  existing  resources 
and  acquiring  each  new  resource  addition; 

(B)  A summary  tabulation  that  shows  the  performance  of 
each  alternative  resource  plan  as  measured  by  each  of  the 
measures  specified  in  section  (2)  of  this  rule; 

(C)  For  each  alternative  resource  plan,  a plot  of  each  of 
the  following  over  the  planning  horizon: 

1 . The  combined  impact  of  all  demand-side  resources 
on  the  base-case  forecast  of  summer  and  winter  peak 
demands; 

2.  The  composition,  by  program,  of  the  capacity  pro- 
vided by  demand-side  resources; 

3.  The  composition,  by  supply  resource,  of  the  capaci- 


ty ( including  reserve  margin)  provided  by  supply  resources. 
Existing  supply-side  resources  may  be  shown  as  a single 
resource; 

4.  The  combined  impact  of  all  demand-side  resources 
on  the  base-case  forecast  of  annual  energy  requirements; 

5.  The  composition,  by  program,  of  the  annual  energy 
provided  by  demand-side  resources; 

6.  The  composition,  by  supply  resource,  of  the  annual 
energy  I including  losses)  provided  by  supply  resources. 
Existing  supply-side  resources  may  be  shown  as  a single 
resource; 

7.  The  values  of  the  three  (3)  measures  of  financial  con- 
dition identified  in  subsection  (4)(A); 

8.  Annual  average  rates; 

9.  Annual  emissions  of  each  environmental  pollutant 
identified  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22. 040(2)  (B)  1 ; and 

10.  Annual  probable  environmental  costs. 

(D)  A discussion  of  how  the  impacts  of  rate  changes  on 
future  electric  loads  were  modeled  and  how  the  appropriate 
estimates  of  price  elasticity  were  obtained; 

(E)  A description  of  the  computer  models  used  in  the 
analysis  of  alternative  resource  plans;  and 

(F)  A description  of  any  proposed  load-building  programs, 
a discussion  of  why  these  programs  are  judged  to  be  in  the 
public  interest  and,  for  all  resource  plans  that  include  these 
programs,  plots  of  the  following  over  the  planning  horizon: 

1 . Annual  average  rates  with  and  without  the  load-build- 
ing programs;  and 

2.  Annual  utility  costs  and  probable  environmental  costs 
with  and  without  the  load-building  programs.] 

(C)  The  utility  shall  include  in  its  development  of  alternative 
resource  plans  the  impact  of— 

1.  The  potential  retirement  or  life  extension  of  existing  gen- 
eration plants; 

2.  The  addition  of  equipment  on  generation  plants  to  meet 
environmental  requirements;  and 

3.  The  conclusion  of  any  currently-implemented  demand- 
side  resources. 

(D)  The  utility  shall  provide  a description  of  each  alternative 
resource  plan  including  the  type  and  size  of  each  demand-side 
resource  and  supply-side  resource  addition  and  a listing  of  the 
sequence  and  schedule  for  the  end  of  life  of  existing  resources  and 
for  the  acquisition  of  each  new  resource. 

(4)  Analysis  of  Alternative  Resource  Plans.  The  utility  shall 
describe  and  document  its  assessment  of  the  relative  performance 
of  the  alternative  resource  plans  by  calculating  for  each  plan  the 
value  of  each  performance  measure  specified  pursuant  to  section 
(2).  This  calculation  shall  assume  values  for  uncertain  factors 
that  are  judged  by  utility  decision-makers  to  be  most  likely.  The 
analysis  shall  cover  a planning  horizon  of  at  least  twenty  (20) 
years  and  shall  be  carried  out  on  a year-by-year  basis  in  order  to 
assess  the  annual  and  cumulative  impacts  of  alternative  resource 
plans.  The  analysis  shall  be  based  on  the  assumption  that  rates 
will  be  adjusted  annually,  in  a manner  that  is  consistent  with 
Missouri  law.  The  analysis  shall  treat  supply-side  and  demand- 
side  resources  on  a logically-consistent  and  economically-equiva- 
lent  basis,  such  that  the  same  types  or  categories  of  costs,  bene- 
fits, and  risks  shall  be  considered  and  such  that  these  factors 
shall  be  quantified  at  a similar  level  of  detail  and  precision  for  all 
resource  types.  The  utility  shall  provide  the  following  informa- 
tion: 

(A)  A summary  tabulation  that  shows  the  performance  of  each 
alternative  resource  plan  as  measured  by  each  of  the  measures 
specified  in  section  (2)  of  this  rule; 

(B)  For  each  alternative  resource  plan,  a plot  of  each  of  the  fol- 
lowing over  the  planning  horizon: 

1.  The  combined  impact  of  all  demand-side  resources  on  the 
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base-case  forecast  of  summer  and  winter  peak  demands; 

2.  The  composition,  by  program  and  rate,  of  the  capacity 
provided  by  demand-side  resources; 

3.  The  composition,  by  supply-side  resource,  of  the  capacity 
at  the  customers’  meters  provided  by  supply-side  resources. 
Existing  supply-side  resources  may  be  shown  as  a single  resource; 

4.  The  combined  impact  of  all  demand-side  resources  on  the 
base-case  forecast  of  annual  energy  requirements; 

5.  The  composition,  by  program  and  rate,  of  the  annual 
energy  provided  by  demand-side  resources; 

6.  The  composition,  by  supply-side  resource,  of  the  annual 
energy  at  the  customer’s  meters  provided  by  supply-side 
resources.  Existing  supply-side  resources  may  be  shown  as  a sin- 
gle resource; 

7.  Annual  emissions  of  each  environmental  pollutant  identi- 
fied pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22. 040 (2) (B); 

8.  Annual  probable  environmental  costs;  and 

9.  Public  and  highly-confidential  forms  of  the  capacity  bal- 
ance spreadsheets  completed  in  the  specified  format; 

(C)  The  analysis  of  economic  impact  of  alternative  resource 
plans,  calculated  with  and  without  utility  financial  incentives, 
shall  provide  comparative  estimates  for  each  year  of  the  planning 
horizon — 

1.  For  the  following  performance  measures  for  each  year: 

A.  Estimated  annual  revenue  requirement; 

B.  Estimated  annual  average  rates  and  impacts  on  retail 
rates;  and 

C.  Estimated  company  financial  ratios;  and 

2.  If  the  estimated  company  financial  ratios  in  subparagraph 

(4)(C)1.C.  are  below  investment  grade  in  any  year  of  the  plan- 
ning horizon,  a description  of  any  changes  in  legal  mandates  and 
cost  recovery  mechanisms  necessary  for  the  utility  to  maintain  an 
investment  grade  credit  rating  in  each  year  of  the  planning  hori- 
zon and  the  resulting  performance  measures  in  subparagraphs 

(4) (C)1.A.-(4)(C)1.C.  of  the  alternative  resource  plans; 

(D)  A discussion  of  how  the  impacts  of  rate  changes  on  future 
electric  loads  were  modeled  and  how  the  appropriate  estimates  of 
price  elasticity  were  obtained; 

(E)  A discussion  of  the  incremental  costs  of  implementing  more 
renewable  energy  resources  than  required  to  comply  with  renew- 
able energy  legal  mandates; 

(F)  A discussion  of  the  incremental  costs  of  implementing  more 
energy  efficiency  resources  than  required  to  comply  with  energy 
efficiency  legal  mandates; 

(G)  A discussion  of  the  incremental  costs  of  implementing 
more  energy  resources  than  required  to  comply  with  any  other 
energy  resource  legal  mandates;  and 

(H)  A description  of  the  computer  models  used  in  the  analysis 
of  alternative  resource  plans. 

(5)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  selection  of  the 
uncertain  factors  that  are  critical  to  the  performance  of  the  alter- 
native resource  plans.  The  utility  shall  consider  at  least  the  fol- 
lowing uncertain  factors: 

(A)  The  range  of  future  load  growth  represented  by  the  low- 
case  and  high-case  load  forecasts; 

(B)  Future  interest  rate  levels  and  other  credit  market  condi- 
tions that  can  affect  the  utility’s  cost  of  capital  and  access  to  cap- 
ital; 

(C)  Future  changes  in  legal  mandates; 

(D)  Relative  real  fuel  prices; 

(E)  Siting  and  permitting  costs  and  schedules  for  new  genera- 
tion and  generation-related  transmission  facilities  for  the  utility, 
for  a regional  transmission  organization,  and/or  other  transmis- 
sion systems; 

(F)  Construction  costs  and  schedules  for  new  generation  and 
generation-related  transmission  facilities  for  the  utility,  for  a 
regional  transmission  organization,  and/or  other  transmission 


systems; 

(G)  Purchased  power  availability,  terms,  cost,  optionality,  and 
other  benefits; 

(H)  Price  of  emission  allowances,  including  at  a minimum  sul- 
fur dioxide,  carbon  dioxide,  and  nitrogen  oxides; 

(I)  Fixed  operation  and  maintenance  costs  for  new  and  existing 
generation  facilities; 

(J)  Equivalent  or  full-  and  partial-forced-outage  rates  for  new 
and  existing  generation  facilities; 

(K)  Future  load  impacts  of  demand-side  programs  and 
demand-side  rates; 

(L)  Utility  marketing  and  delivery  costs  for  demand-side  pro- 
grams and  demand-side  rates;  and 

(M)  Any  other  uncertain  factors  that  the  utility  determines 
may  be  critical  to  the  performance  of  alternative  resource  plans. 

(6)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  assessment  of  the 
impacts  of  critical  uncertain  factors  on  the  expected  performance 
of  each  of  the  alternative  resource  plans  developed  pursuant  to  4 
CSR  240-22.060(3)  and  analyze  the  risks  associated  with  alterna- 
tive resource  plans.  This  assessment  shall  explicitly  describe  and 
document  the  probabilities  that  utility  decision-makers  assign  to 
each  critical  uncertain  factor. 

(7)  The  utility  decision-makers  shall  assign  a probability  pur- 
suant to  section  (5)  of  this  rule  to  each  uncertain  factor  deemed 
critical  by  the  utility.  The  utility  shall  compute  the  cumulative 
probability  distribution  of  the  values  of  each  performance  mea- 
sure specified  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.060(2).  Both  the  expect- 
ed performance  and  the  risks  of  each  alternative  resource  plan 
shall  be  quantified.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its 
risk  assessment  of  each  alternative  resource  plan. 

(A)  The  expected  performance  of  each  resource  plan  shall  be 
measured  by  the  statistical  expectation  of  the  value  of  each  per- 
formance measure. 

(B)  The  risk  associated  with  each  resource  plan  shall  be  char- 
acterized by  some  measure  of  the  dispersion  of  the  probability 
distribution  for  each  performance  measure,  such  as  the  standard 
deviation  or  the  values  associated  with  specified  percentiles  of  the 
distribution. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  provide— 

1.  A discussion  of  the  method  the  utility  used  to  determine 
the  cumulative  probability— 

A.  An  explanation  of  how  the  critical  uncertain  factors 
were  identified,  how  the  ranges  of  potential  outcomes  for  each 
uncertain  factor  were  determined  and  how  the  probabilities  for 
each  outcome  were  derived;  and 

B.  Analyses  supporting  the  utility’s  choice  of  ranges  and 
probabilities  for  the  uncertain  factors; 

2.  Plots  of  the  cumulative  probability  distribution  of  each 
distinct  performance  measure  for  each  alternative  resource  plan; 

3.  For  each  performance  measure,  a table  that  shows  the 
expected  value  and  the  risk  of  each  alternative  resource  plan;  and 

4.  A plot  of  the  expected  level  of  annual  unserved  hours  for 
each  alternative  resource  plan  over  the  planning  horizon. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1 986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
thirty  thousand  dollars  ($30, 000)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
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this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Sendee 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission ’s  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-fding-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Sendee  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  ( 1 ) of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  COST 


I.  Department  Title:  Missouri  Department  of  Economic  Development 

Division  Title:  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission 

Chapter  Title:  Chapter  22  - Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 


Rule  Number  and 
Title: 

4 CSR  240-22.060 

Integrated  Resource  Plan  and  Risk  Analysis 

Type  of 
Rulemaking: 

Rule  Revision 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which 
would  likely  be  affected 
by  the  adoption  of  the 
rule: 

Classification  by  types 
of  the  business  entities 
which  would  likely  be 
affected: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  first 
year  cost  of 
compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  cost 
of  compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities  (years  2-4): 

4 

Investor-owned  electric 
utilities 

$30,000 

$20,000 

III.  WORKSHEET 

1 . KCPL  estimated  a $ 1 0,000  one  time  cost 

2.  Empire  estimated  $ 1 20,000  for  more  consultant  time 

3.  AmerenUE  did  not  estimate  a cost  impact  for  these  changes 

II.  ASSUMPTIONS 

1 . Costs  supplied  for  KCPL  are  assumed  to  be  for  both  KCP&L  and  KCP&L  - 
Greater  Missouri  Operations  Company  (GMO). 

2.  Empire  currently  has  consultants  do  this  analysis.  An  increase  in  its  consulting 
cost  is  not  unreasonable. 

3.  Changes  to  filing  frequency  for  Empire  result  in  Empire  having  to  meet  the  full 
rule  requirements  every  six  years  instead  of  the  current  requirement  of  every  3 
years.  Therefore  annual  cost  for  Empire  is  estimated  at  $120,000/6  or  $20,000 

4.  Therefore,  the  estimated  one  time  cost  for  the  changes  to  this  rule  is  $10,000  and 
an  annual  cost  of  $20,000. 
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Editor’s  Note:  The  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.070  [ Risk  Analysis  and]  Resource  Acquisition 
Strategy  Selection.  The  commission  is  amending  the  title  and  pur- 
pose statement,  deleting  sections  (l)-(ll),  and  adding  new  sections 
(D-(9). 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  requires  the  utilities  to  select 
a preferred  resource  plan,  de\>elop  an  implementation  plan,  and  offi- 
cially adopt  a resource  acquisition  strategy.  The  rule  also  requires 
the  utility  to  prepare  contingency  plans  and  evaluate  the  demand-side 
resources  that  are  included  in  the  resource  acquisition  strategy. 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  requires  the  utility  to  [identify  the  critical 
uncertain  factors  that  affect  the  performance  of  resource 
plans,  establishes  minimum  standards  for  the  methods  used 
to  assess  the  risks  associated  with  these  uncertainties  and 
requires  the  utility  to  specify]  select  a preferred  resource  plan, 
develop  an  implementation  plan,  and  officially  adopt  a resource 
acquisition  strategy.  The  rule  also  requires  the  utility  to  prepare 
contingency  plans  and  evaluate  the  demand-side  resources  that  are 
included  in  the  resource  acquisition  strategy. 

[(1)  The  utility  shall  use  the  methods  of  formal  decision 
analysis  to  assess  the  impacts  of  critical  uncertain  factors  on 
the  expected  performance  of  each  of  the  alternative 
resource  plans  developed  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.060(3), 
to  analyze  the  risks  associated  with  alternative  resource 
plans,  to  quantify  the  value  of  better  information  concerning 
the  critical  uncertain  factors  and  to  explicitly  state  and  doc- 
ument the  subjective  probabilities  that  utility  decision-mak- 
ers assign  to  each  of  these  uncertain  factors.  This  assess- 
ment shall  include  a decision-tree  representation  of  the  key 
decisions  and  uncertainties  associated  with  each  alternative 
resource  plan. 

(2)  Before  developing  a detailed  decision-tree  representation 
of  each  resource  plan,  the  utility  shall  conduct  a preliminary 
sensitivity  analysis  to  identify  the  uncertain  factors  that  are 
critical  to  the  performance  of  the  resource  plan.  This  analy- 
sis shall  assess  at  least  the  following  uncertain  factors: 

(A)  The  range  of  future  toad  growth  represented  by  the 
low-case  and  high-case  load  forecasts; 

(B)  Future  interest  rate  levels  and  other  credit  market  con- 
ditions that  can  affect  the  utility's  cost  of  capital; 

(C)  Future  changes  in  environmental  laws,  regulations  or 
standards; 

(D)  Relative  real  fuel  prices; 

(E)  Siting  and  permitting  costs  and  schedules  for  new  gen- 
eration and  generation-related  transmission  facilities; 

(F)  Construction  costs  and  schedules  for  new  generation 
and  transmission  facilities; 

(G)  Purchased  power  availability,  terms  and  cost; 

(H)  Sulfur  dioxide  emission  allowance  prices; 

(I)  Fixed  operation  and  maintenance  costs  for  existing  gen- 
eration facilities; 

(J)  Equivalent  or  full-  and  partial-forced-outage  rates  for 


new  and  existing  generation  facilities; 

(K)  Future  toad  impacts  of  demand-side  programs;  and 

(L)  Utility  marketing  and  delivery  costs  for  demand-side 
programs. 

(3)  For  each  alternative  resource  plan,  the  utility  shall  con- 
struct a decision-tree  diagram  that  appropriately  represents 
the  key  resource  decisions  and  critical  uncertain  factors  that 
affect  the  performance  of  the  resource  plan. 

(4)  The  decision-tree  diagram  for  all  alternative  resource 
plans  shall  include  at  least  two  (2)  chance  nodes  for  load 
growth  uncertainty  over  consecutive  subintervals  of  the 
planning  horizon.  The  first  of  these  subintervals  shall  be  not 
more  than  ten  ( 10)  years  long. 

(5)  The  utility  shall  use  the  decision-tree  formulation  to  com- 
pute the  cumulative  probability  distribution  of  the  values  of 
each  performance  measure  specified  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.060(2),  contingent  upon  the  identified  uncertain 
factors  and  associated  subjective  probabilities  assigned  by 
utility  decision-makers  pursuant  to  section  (1)  of  this  rule. 
Both  the  expected  performance  and  the  risks  of  each  alter- 
native resource  plan  shall  be  quantified. 

(A)  The  expected  performance  of  each  resource  plan  shall 
be  measured  by  the  statistical  expectation  of  the  value  of 
each  performance  measure. 

(B)  The  risk  associated  with  each  resource  plan  shall  be 
characterized  by  some  measure  of  the  dispersion  of  the 
probability  distribution  for  each  performance  measure,  such 
as  the  standard  deviation  or  the  values  associated  with  spec- 
ified percentiles  of  the  distribution. 

(6)  The  utility  shall  select  a preferred  resource  plan  from 
among  the  alternative  plans  that  have  been  analyzed  pur- 
suant to  the  requirements  of  4 CSR  240-22.060  and  sec- 
tions (1)  — (5)  of  this  rule.  The  preferred  resource  plan  shall 
satisfy  at  least  the  following  conditions: 

(A)  in  the  judgment  of  utility  decision-makers,  the  pre- 
ferred plan  shall  strike  an  appropriate  balance  between  the 
various  planning  objectives  specified  in  4 CSR  240- 
22.010(2);  and 

(B)  The  trend  of  expected  unserved  hours  for  the  preferred 
resource  plan  must  not  indicate  a consistent  increase  in  the 
need  for  emergency  imported  power  over  the  planning  hori- 
zon. 

(7)  The  impact  of  the  preferred  resource  plan  on  future 
requirements  for  emergency  imported  power  shall  be  explic- 
itly modeled  and  quantified.  The  requirement  for  emergency 
imported  power  shall  be  measured  by  expected  unserved 
hours  under  normal-weather  load  conditions. 

(A)  The  daily  normal-weather  series  used  to  develop  nor- 
mal-weather loads  shall  contain  a representative  amount  of 
day-to-day  temperature  variation.  Both  the  high  and  low 
extreme  values  of  daily  normai-weather  variables  shall  be 
consistent  with  the  historical  average  of  annual  extreme 
temperatures. 

(B)  The  supply-system  simulation  software  used  to  calcu- 
late expected  unserved  hours  shall  be  capable  of  accurately 
representing  at  least  the  following  aspects  of  system  opera- 
tions: 

1 . Chronological  dispatch,  including  unit  commitment 
decisions  that  are  consistent  with  the  operational  character- 
istics and  constraints  of  all  system  resources; 

2.  Heat  rates,  fuel  costs,  variable  operation  and  mainte- 
nance costs,  and  sulfur  dioxide  emission  allowance  costs  for 
each  generating  unit; 
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3.  Scheduled  maintenance  outages  for  each  generating 

unit; 

4.  Partial-  and  fuii-forced-outage  rates  for  each  generat- 
ing unit;  and 

5.  Capacity  and  energy  purchases  and  sales,  including 
the  full  spectrum  of  possibilities,  from  long-term  firm  con- 
tracts or  unit  participation  agreements  to  hourly  economy 
transactions. 

A.  The  utility  shall  maintain  the  capability  to  model 
purchases  and  sales  of  energy  both  with  and  without  the 
inclusion  of  sulfur  dioxide  emission  allowances. 

B.  The  level  of  energy  sales  and  purchases  shall  be 
consistent  with  forecasts  of  the  utility's  own  production 
costs  as  compared  to  the  forecasted  production  costs  of 
other  likely  participants  in  the  bulk  power  market;  and 

(C)  The  utility  may  use  an  alternative  method  of  calculat- 
ing expected  unserved  hours  per  year  if  it  can  demonstrate 
that  the  alternative  method  produces  results  that  are  equiv- 
alent to  those  obtained  by  a method  that  meets  the  require- 
ments of  subsection  (7)(B). 

(8)  The  utility  shall  quantify  the  expected  value  of  better 
information  concerning  at  least  the  critical  uncertain  factors 
that  affect  the  performance  of  the  preferred  resource  plan, 
as  measured  by  the  present  value  of  utility  revenue  require- 
ments. 

(9)  The  utility  shall  develop  an  implementation  plan  that 
specifies  the  major  tasks  and  schedules  necessary  to  imple- 
ment the  preferred  resource  plan  over  the  implementation 
period.  The  implementation  plan  shall  contain: 

(A)  A schedule  and  description  of  ongoing  and  planned 
research  activities  to  update  and  improve  the  quality  of  data 
used  in  load  analysis  and  forecasting; 

(B)  A schedule  and  description  of  ongoing  and  planned 
demand-side  programs,  program  evaluations  and  research 
activities; 

(C)  A schedule  and  description  of  all  supply-side  resource 
acquisition  and  construction  activities;  and 

ID)  Identification  of  critical  paths  and  major  milestones  for 
each  resource  acquisition  project,  including  decision  points 
for  committing  to  major  expenditures. 

(10)  The  utility  shall  develop,  document  and  officially  adopt 
a resource  acquisition  strategy.  This  means  that  the  utility's 
resource  acquisition  strategy  shall  be  formally  approved  by 
the  board  of  directors,  a committee  of  senior  management, 
an  officer  of  the  company  or  other  responsible  party  who 
has  been  duly  delegated  the  authority  to  commit  the  utility 
to  the  course  of  action  described  in  the  resource  acquisition 
strategy.  The  officially  adopted  resource  acquisition  strategy 
shall  consist  of  the  following  components: 

(A)  A preferred  resource  plan  selected  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  section  (6)  of  this  rule; 

(B)  An  implementation  plan  developed  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  section  (9)  of  this  rule; 

(C)  A specification  of  the  ranges  or  combinations  of  out- 
comes for  the  critical  uncertain  factors  that  define  the  limits 
within  which  the  preferred  resource  plan  is  judged  to  be 
appropriate  and  an  explanation  of  how  these  limits  were 
determined; 

(D)  A set  of  contingency  options  that  are  judged  to  be 
appropriate  responses  to  extreme  outcomes  of  the  critical 
uncertain  factors  and  an  explanation  of  why  these  options 
are  judged  to  be  appropriate  responses  to  the  specified  out- 
comes; and 

(E)  A process  for  monitoring  the  critical  uncertain  factors 
on  a continuous  basis  and  reporting  significant  changes  in  a 
timely  fashion  to  those  managers  or  officers  who  have  the 


authority  to  direct  the  implementation  of  contingency 
options  when  the  specified  limits  for  uncertain  factors  are 
exceeded. 

(11)  Reporting  Requirements.  To  demonstrate  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  rule,  and  pursuant  to  the  require- 
ments of  4 CSR  240-22.080,  the  utility  shall  furnish  at  least 
the  following  information: 

(A)  A decision-tree  diagram  for  each  of  the  alternative 
resource  plans  along  with  narrative  discussions  of  the  fol- 
lowing aspects  of  the  decision  analysis: 

1 . A discussion  of  the  sequence  and  timing  of  the  deci- 
sions represented  by  decision  nodes  in  the  decision  tree  and 
a description  of  the  specific  decision  alternatives  considered 
at  each  decision  point;  and 

2.  An  explanation  of  how  the  critical  uncertain  factors 
were  identified,  how  the  ranges  of  potential  outcomes  for 
each  uncertain  factor  were  determined  and  how  the  subjec- 
tive probabilities  for  each  outcome  were  derived; 

(B)  Plots  of  the  cumulative  probability  distribution  of  each 
performance  measure  for  each  alternative  resource  plan; 

(C)  For  each  performance  measure,  a table  that  shows  the 
expected  value  and  the  risk  of  each  resource  plan; 

(D)  A plot  of  the  expected  level  of  annual  unserved  hours 
for  the  preferred  resource  plan  over  the  planning  horizon; 

(E)  A discussion  of  the  analysis  of  the  value  of  better 
information  required  by  section  (8),  a tabulation  of  the  key 
quantitative  results  of  that  analysis  and  a discussion  of  how 
those  findings  will  be  incorporated  in  ongoing  research  activ- 
ities; 

(F)  A discussion  of  the  process  used  to  select  the  pre- 
ferred resource  plan,  including  the  relative  weights  given  to 
the  various  performance  measures  and  the  rationale  used  by 
utility  decision-makers  to  judge  the  appropriate  tradeoffs 
between  competing  planning  objectives  and  between 
expected  performance  and  risk;  and 

(G)  The  fully  documented  resource  acquisition  strategy 
that  has  been  developed  and  officially  adopted  pursuant  to 
the  requirements  of  section  (10)  of  this  rule.] 

(1)  The  utility  shall  select  a preferred  resource  plan  from  among 
the  alternative  resource  plans  that  have  been  analyzed  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  of  4 CSR  240-22.060.  The  utility  shall 
describe  and  document  the  process  used  to  select  the  preferred 
resource  plan,  including  the  relative  weights  given  to  the  various 
performance  measures  and  the  rationale  used  by  utility  decision- 
makers to  judge  the  appropriate  tradeoffs  between  competing 
planning  objectives  and  between  expected  performance  and  risk. 
The  utility  shall  provide  the  names,  titles,  and  roles  of  the  utility 
decision-makers  in  the  preferred  resource  plan  selection  process. 
The  preferred  resource  plan  shall  satisfy  at  least  the  following 
conditions: 

(A)  In  the  judgment  of  utility  decision-makers,  strike  an 
appropriate  balance  between  the  various  planning  objectives 
specified  in  4 CSR  240-22.010(2); 

(B)  Invest  in  advanced  transmission  and  distribution  technolo- 
gies unless,  in  the  judgment  of  the  utility  decision-makers,  invest- 
ing in  those  technologies  to  upgrade  transmission  and/or  distrib- 
ution networks  is  not  in  the  public  interest; 

(C)  Utilize  demand-side  resources  to  the  maximum  amount 
that  comply  with  legal  mandates  and,  in  the  judgment  of  the  util- 
ity decision-makers,  are  consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
achieve  state  energy  policies;  and 

(D)  In  the  judgment  of  the  utility  decision-makers,  the  pre- 
ferred plan,  in  conjunction  with  the  deployment  of  emergency 
demand  response  measures  and  access  to  short-term  and  emer- 
gency power  supplies,  has  sufficient  resources  to  serve  load  fore- 
casted under  extreme  weather  conditions  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240- 
22.030(8)(B)  for  the  implementation  period.  If  the  utility  cannot 
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affirm  the  sufficiency  of  resources,  it  shall  consider  an  alterna- 
tive resource  plan  or  modifications  to  its  preferred  resource  plan 
that  can  meet  extreme  weather  conditions. 

(2)  The  utility  shall  specify  the  ranges  or  combinations  of  out- 
comes for  the  critical  uncertain  factors  that  define  the  limits 
within  which  the  preferred  resource  plan  is  judged  to  be  appro- 
priate and  explain  how  these  limits  were  determined.  The  utility 
shall  also  describe  and  document  its  assessment  of  whether,  and 
under  what  circumstances,  other  uncertain  factors  associated 
with  the  preferred  resource  plan  could  materially  affect  the  per- 
formance of  the  preferred  resource  plan  relative  to  alternative 
resource  plans. 

(3)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  quantification  of 
the  expected  value  of  better  information  concerning  at  least  the 
critical  uncertain  factors  that  affect  the  performance  of  the  pre- 
ferred resource  plan,  as  measured  by  the  present  value  of  utility 
revenue  requirements.  The  utility  shall  provide  a tabulation  of 
the  key  quantitative  results  of  that  analysis  and  a discussion  of 
how  those  findings  will  be  incorporated  in  ongoing  research  activ- 
ities. 

(4)  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  contingency 
resource  plans  in  preparation  for  the  possibility  that  the  pre- 
ferred resource  plan  should  cease  to  be  appropriate,  whether  due 
to  the  limits  identified  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(2)  being 
exceeded  or  for  any  other  reason. 

(A)  The  utility  shall  identify  as  contingency  resource  plans 
those  alternative  resource  plans  that  become  preferred  if  the  crit- 
ical uncertain  factors  exceed  the  limits  developed  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion (2). 

(B)  The  utility  shall  develop  a process  to  pick  among  alterna- 
tive resource  plans,  or  to  revise  the  alternative  resource  plans  as 
necessary,  to  help  ensure  reliable  and  low  cost  service  should  the 
preferred  resource  plan  no  longer  be  appropriate  for  any  reason. 
The  utility  may  also  use  this  process  to  confirm  the  viability  of  a 
contingency  resource  plans  identified  pursuant  to  subsection 

(4) (A). 

(C)  Each  contingency  resource  plan  shall  satisfy  the  funda- 
mental objectives  in  4 CSR  240-22.010(2)  and  the  specific 
requirements  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(1). 

(5)  Analysis  of  Load-Building  Programs.  If  the  utility  intends  to 
continue  existing  load-building  programs  or  implement  new  ones, 
it  shall  analyze  these  programs  in  the  context  of  one  (1)  or  more 
of  the  alternative  resource  plans  developed  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.060(3)  of  this  rule,  including  the  preferred  resource  plan 
selected  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(1).  This  analysis  shall  use 
the  same  modeling  procedure  and  assumptions  described  in  4 
CSR  240-22.060(4).  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document— 

(A)  Its  analysis  of  load  building  programs,  including  the  fol- 
lowing elements: 

1.  Estimation  of  the  impact  of  load-building  programs  on  the 
electric  utility’s  summer  and  winter  peak  demands  and  energy 
usage; 

2.  A comparison  of  annual  average  rates  in  each  year  of  the 
planning  horizon  for  the  resource  plan(s)  with  and  without  the 
load-building  program; 

3.  A comparison  of  the  probable  environmental  costs  of  the 
resource  plan(s)  in  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon  with  and 
without  the  proposed  load-building  program; 

4.  A calculation  of  the  performance  measures  and  risk  by 
year;  and 

5.  An  assessment  of  any  other  aspects  of  the  proposed  load- 
building programs  that  affect  the  public  interest;  and 

(B)  All  current  and  proposed  load-building  programs,  a dis- 
cussion of  why  these  programs  are  judged  to  be  in  the  public 


interest,  and,  for  all  resource  plans  that  include  these  programs, 
plots  of  the  following  over  the  planning  horizon: 

1.  Annual  average  rates  with  and  without  the  load-building 
programs;  and 

2.  Annual  utility  costs  and  probable  environmental  costs 
with  and  without  the  load-building  programs. 

(6)  The  utility  shall  develop  an  implementation  plan  that  speci- 
fies the  major  tasks,  schedules,  and  milestones  necessary  to 
implement  the  preferred  resource  plan  over  the  implementation 
period.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  implementa- 
tion plan,  which  shall  contain — 

(A)  A schedule  and  description  of  ongoing  and  planned 
research  activities  to  update  and  improve  the  quality  of  data  used 
in  load  analysis  and  forecasting; 

(B)  A schedule  and  description  of  ongoing  and  planned 
demand-side  programs  and  demand-side  rates,  evaluations,  and 
research  activities  to  improve  the  quality  of  demand-side 
resources; 

(C)  A schedule  and  description  of  all  supply-side  resource 
research,  engineering,  retirement,  acquisition,  and  construction 
activities,  including  research  to  meet  expected  environmental  reg- 
ulations; 

(D)  Identification  of  critical  paths  and  major  milestones  for 
implementation  of  each  demand-side  resource  and  each  supply- 
side  resource,  including  decision  points  for  committing  to  major 
expenditures; 

(E)  A description  of  adequate  competitive  procurement  policies 
to  be  used  in  the  acquisition  and  development  of  supply-side 
resources; 

(F)  A process  for  monitoring  the  critical  uncertain  factors  on  a 
continuous  basis  and  reporting  significant  changes  in  a timely 
fashion  to  those  managers  or  officers  who  have  the  authority  to 
direct  the  implementation  of  contingency  resource  plans  when  the 
specified  limits  for  uncertain  factors  are  exceeded;  and 

(G)  A process  for  monitoring  the  progress  made  implementing 
the  preferred  resource  plan  in  accordance  with  the  schedules  and 
milestones  set  out  in  the  implementation  plan  and  for  reporting 
significant  deviations  in  a timely  fashion  to  those  managers  or 
officers  who  have  the  authority  to  initiate  corrective  actions  to 
ensure  the  resources  are  implemented  as  scheduled. 

(7)  The  utility  shall  develop,  describe  and  document,  officially 
adopt,  and  implement  a resource  acquisition  strategy.  This 
means  that  the  utility’s  resource  acquisition  strategy  shall  be  for- 
mally approved  by  an  officer  of  the  utility  who  has  been  duly  del- 
egated the  authority  to  commit  the  utility  to  the  course  of  action 
described  in  the  resource  acquisition  strategy.  The  officially 
adopted  resource  acquisition  strategy  shall  consist  of  the  follow- 
ing components: 

(A)  A preferred  resource  plan  selected  pursuant  to  the  require- 
ments of  section  (1)  of  this  rule; 

(B)  An  implementation  plan  developed  pursuant  to  the 
requirements  of  section  (6)  of  this  rule;  and 

(C)  A set  of  contingency  resource  plans  developed  pursuant  to 
the  requirements  of  section  (4)  of  this  rule  and  the  point  at  which 
the  critical  uncertain  factors  would  trigger  the  utility  to  move  to 
each  contingency  resource  plan  as  the  preferred  resource  plan. 

(8)  Evaluation  of  Demand-Side  Programs  and  Demand-Side 
Rates.  The  utility  shall  describe  and  document  its  evaluation 
plans  for  all  demand-side  programs  and  demand-side  rates  that 
are  included  in  the  preferred  resource  plan  selected  pursuant  to 
4 CSR  240-22.070(1).  The  evaluation  plans  for  each  program  and 
rate  shall  be  developed  before  the  program  or  rate  is  implement- 
ed and  shall  be  filed  with  the  tariff  application  for  the  program 
or  rate.  The  purpose  of  these  evaluations  shall  be  to  develop  the 
information  necessary  to  improve  the  design  of  existing  and 


December  1,  2010 
Vol.  35.  No.  23 


Missouri  Register 


Page  1769 


future  demand-side  programs  and  demand-side  rates,  to  improve 
the  forecasts  of  customer  energy  consumption  and  responsiveness 
to  demand-side  programs  and  demand-side  rates,  and  to  gather 
data  on  the  implementation  costs  and  load  impacts  of  demand- 
side  programs  and  demand-side  rates  for  use  in  cost-effectiveness 
screening  and  integrated  resource  analysis. 

(A)  Process  Evaluation.  Each  demand-side  program  and 
demand-side  rate  that  is  part  of  the  utility’s  preferred  resource 
plan  shall  be  subjected  to  an  ongoing  evaluation  process  which 
addresses  at  least  the  following  questions  about  program  design. 

1.  What  are  the  primary  market  imperfections  that  are  com- 
mon to  the  target  market  segment? 

2.  Is  the  target  market  segment  appropriately  defined,  or 
should  it  be  further  subdivided  or  merged  with  other  market  seg- 
ments? 

3.  Does  the  mix  of  end-use  measures  included  in  the  pro- 
gram appropriately  reflect  the  diversity  of  end-use  energy  service 
needs  and  existing  end-use  technologies  within  the  target  market 
segment? 

4.  Are  the  communication  channels  and  delivery  mecha- 
nisms appropriate  for  the  target  market  segment? 

5.  What  can  be  done  to  more  effectively  overcome  the  iden- 
tified market  imperfections  and  to  increase  the  rate  of  customer 
acceptance  and  implementation  of  each  end-use  measure  includ- 
ed in  the  program? 

(B)  Impact  Evaluation.  The  utility  shall  develop  methods  of 
estimating  the  actual  load  impacts  of  each  demand-side  program 
and  demand-side  rate  included  in  the  utility’s  preferred  resource 
plan  to  a reasonable  degree  of  accuracy. 

1.  Impact  evaluation  methods.  At  a minimum,  comparisons 
of  one  (1)  or  both  of  the  following  types  shall  be  used  to  measure 
program  and  rate  impacts  in  a manner  that  is  based  on  sound 
statistical  principles: 

A.  Comparisons  of  pre-adoption  and  post-adoption  loads 
of  program  or  rate  participants,  corrected  for  the  effects  of 
weather  and  other  intertemporal  differences;  and 

B.  Comparisons  between  program  and  rate  participants’ 
loads  and  those  of  an  appropriate  control  group  over  the  same 
time  period. 

2.  The  utility  shall  develop  load-impact  measurement  proto- 
cols that  are  designed  to  make  the  most  cost-effective  use  of  the 
following  types  of  measurements,  either  individually  or  in  com- 
bination: 

A.  Monthly  billing  data,  load  research  data,  end-use  load 
metered  data,  building  and  equipment  simulation  models,  and 
survey  responses;  or 

B.  Audit  data  on  appliance  and  equipment  type,  size  and 
efficiency  levels,  household  or  business  characteristics,  or  energy- 
related  building  characteristics. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  develop  protocols  to  collect  data  regarding 
demand-side  program  and  demand-side  rate  market  potential, 
participation  rates,  utility  costs,  participant  costs,  and  total  costs. 

(9)  If,  during  the  implementation  period,  a preferred  resource 
plan  is  replaced  by  a contingeniy  resource  plan  as  a result  of  the 
limits  of  one  (1)  or  more  of  the  critical  uncertain  factors  being 
exceeded,  or  for  some  other  reason,  the  utility  shall  specify  the 
ranges  or  combinations  of  outcomes  for  the  critical  uncertain  fac- 
tors that  define  the  limits  within  which  that  contingency  resource 
plan  remains  appropriate. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 


PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission ’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission 's  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-filing-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Service  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  (1 ) of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 

Editor’s  Note:  Die  Dissent  of  Commissioner  Jeff  Davis  to  the 
Proposed  Rulemakings  Revising  the  Commission’s  Chapter  22 
Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning  Rules  follows  4 CSR  240-22. 080 
on  page  1 776  of  this  issue  of  the  Missouri  Register. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  240 — Public  Service  Commission 
Chapter  22— Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

4 CSR  240-22.080  Filing  Schedule  [and],  Filing  Requirements, 
and  Stakeholder  Process.  The  commission  is  amending  the  title  and 
purpose  statement,  deleting  sections  (1)— (13),  and  adding  new  sec- 
tions (1)— (17). 

PURPOSE:  This  proposed  amendment  sets  out  updated  filing 
requirements  and  time  lines.  The  rule  requires  annual  filings  by  the 
utilities  and  includes  a way  for  commissioners  and  other  stakehold- 
ers to  identify  contemporary  issues  for  the  utilities  to  address  in  their 
annual  filings. 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  specifies  the  requirements  for  electric  utility  fil- 
ings to  demonstrate  compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  chapter. 
The  purpose  of  the  compliance  review  required  by  this  chapter  is  not 
commission  approval  of  the  substantive  findings,  determinations,  or 
analyses  contained  in  the  filing.  The  purpose  of  the  compliance 
review  required  by  this  chapter  is  to  determine  whether  the  utility ’s 
resource  acquisition  strategy  meets  the  requirements  [stated  in  4 
CSR  240-22. 01 0(2)  (A)  — (C)]  of  chapter  22.  This  rule  also  estab- 
lishes a mechanism  for  the  utility  to  solicit  and  receive  stakeholder 
input  to  its  resource  planning  process. 

[(1 ) Each  electric  utility  which  sold  more  than  one  (1)  million 
megawatt-hours  to  Missouri  retail  electric  customers  for  cal- 
endar year  1991  shall  make  a filing  with  the  commission 
every  three  (3)  years  that  demonstrates  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  chapter.  The  utility's  filing  shall  include  at 
least  the  following  items: 
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(A)  Letter  of  transmittal; 

(B)  Summary  information  and  any  press  release  related  to 
the  filing; 

(C)  Reports  and  information  required  by  4 CSR  240- 
22.030(8),  4 CSR  240-22.040(9),  4 CSR  240-22.050(11), 
4 CSR  240-22.060(6)  and  4 CSR  240-22.070(11); 

(D)  A narrative  description  and  summary  of  the  reports 
and  information  referred  to  in  subsection  (1  )(C).  The  narra- 
tive shall  specifically  show  that  the  resource  acquisition 
strategy  contained  in  the  filing  has  been  officially  approved 
by  the  utility  and  that  the  methods  used  and  the  procedures 
followed  by  the  utility  in  formulating  the  resource  acquisition 
strategy  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  chapter; 

(E)  A request  for  a protective  order  from  the  commission 
if  the  utility  seeks  to  protect  anything  contained  in  the  filing 
as  trade  secrets,  or  as  confidential  or  private  technical, 
financial  or  business  information;  and 

(F)  Tariff  sheets  as  required  by  4 CSR  240-1 4.040(2)  for 
demand-side  programs  that  are  promotional  practices  as 
defined  by  4 CSR  240-1 4.010(6)(L). 

(2)  The  electric  utility's  compliance  filing  may  also  include  a 
request  for  nontraditional  accounting  procedures  and  infor- 
mation regarding  any  associated  ratemaking  treatment  to  be 
sought  by  the  utility  for  demand-side  resource  costs,  if  the 
utility  desires  to  make  any  such  request,  it  must  be  made  in 
the  utility's  compliance  filing  pursuant  to  this  rule  and  not  at 
some  subsequent  time,  if  the  utility  desires  to  continue  any 
previously  authorized  nontraditional  accounting  procedures 
beyond  the  three  (3)-year  implementation  period,  it  must 
request  reauthorization  in  each  subsequent  filing  pursuant  to 
this  rule.  Any  request  for  initial  authorization  or  reauthoriza- 
tion of  these  nontraditional  accounting  procedures  must— 

(A)  Be  limited  to  specific  demand-side  programs  that  are 
included  in  the  utility's  implementation  plan;  and 

(B)  Include  specific  proposals  that  contain  at  least  the  fol- 
lowing information: 

1 . An  explanation  of  the  specific  form  and  mechanics  of 
implementing  the  proposed  accounting  procedure  and  any 
associated  ratemaking  treatment  to  be  sought; 

2.  A discussion  of  the  rationale  and  justification  of  the 
need  for  a nontraditional  treatment  of  these  costs; 

3.  An  explanation  of  how  the  specific  proposal  meets 
this  need  for  nontraditional  treatment;  and 

4.  A quantitative  comparison  of  the  utility's  estimated 
earnings  over  the  three  (3)-year  implementation  period  with 
and  without  the  proposed  nontraditional  accounting  proce- 
dures and  any  associated  ratemaking  treatment  to  be 
sought. 

(3)  The  electric  utilities  shall  make  their  initial  compliance  fil- 
ings on  a staggered  basis  in  order  of  decreasing  size  of  gross 
annual  Missouri  operating  revenues  from  retail  electric  sales 
for  calendar  year  1991 . The  electric  utility  with  the  largest 
gross  annual  Missouri  operating  revenues  shall  make  its  ini- 
tial filing  seven  (7)  months  (December  1993)  after  the  effec- 
tive date  of  this  chapter  (May  5,  1993).  The  remaining  elec- 
tric utilities  shall  make  their  initial  filings  in  successive  incre- 
ments of  seven  (7)  months  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
chapter  (May  5,  1993). 

(4)  The  commission  will  establish  a docket  for  the  purpose 
of  receiving  the  compliance  filing  of  each  affected  electric 
utility.  The  commission  will  issue  an  order  that  establishes 
an  intervention  deadline,  sets  an  early  prehearing  conference 
and  provides  for  notice. 

(5)  The  staff  shall  review  each  compliance  filing  required  by 
this  rule  and  shall  file  a report  not  later  than  one  hundred 


twenty  (120)  days  after  each  utility's  scheduled  filing  date 
that  identifies  any  deficiencies  in  the  electric  utility's  com- 
pliance with  the  provisions  of  this  chapter,  any  major  defi- 
ciencies in  the  methodologies  or  analyses  required  to  be  per- 
formed by  this  chapter  and  any  other  deficiencies  which,  in 
its  limited  review,  the  staff  determines  would  cause  the  elec- 
tric utility's  resource  acquisition  strategy  to  fail  to  meet  the 
requirements  identified  in  4 CSR  240-22. 010(2)(A)-(C).  if 
the  staff's  limited  review  finds  no  deficiencies,  the  staff  shall 
state  that  in  the  report.  A staff  report  that  finds  that  an  elec- 
tric utility's  filing  is  in  compliance  with  this  chapter  shall  not 
be  construed  as  acceptance  or  agreement  with  the  substan- 
tive findings,  determinations  or  analysis  contained  in  the 
electric  utility's  filing. 

(6)  Also  within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days  after  an  elec- 
tric utility's  compliance  filing  pursuant  to  this  rule,  the  office 
of  public  counsel  and  any  intervenor  may  file  a report  or 
comments  based  on  a limited  review  that  identify  any  defi- 
ciencies in  the  electric  utility's  compliance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  this  chapter,  any  deficiencies  in  the  methodologies 
or  analyses  required  to  be  performed  by  this  chapter,  and 
any  other  deficiencies  which  the  public  counsel  or  intervenor 
believes  would  cause  the  utility's  resource  acquisition  strat- 
egy to  fail  to  meet  the  requirements  identified  in  4 CSR  240- 
22.010(2)(A)-(C). 

(7)  AH  workpapers,  documents,  reports,  data,  computer 
model  documentation,  analysis,  letters,  memoranda,  notes, 
test  results,  studies,  recordings,  transcriptions  and  any  other 
supporting  information  relating  to  the  filed  resource  acquisi- 
tion strategy  within  the  electric  utility's  or  its  contractors' 
possession,  custody  or  control  shall  be  preserved  and  made 
available  in  accordance  with  any  protective  order  to  the 
staff,  public  counsel  and  any  intervenor  for  use  in  its  review 
of  the  periodic  filings  required  by  this  rule.  Each  electric  util- 
ity shall  retain  at  least  one  (1 ) copy  of  the  officially  adopted 
resource  acquisition  strategy  and  all  supporting  information 
for  at  least  ten  (10)  years. 

(8)  if  the  staff,  public  counsel  or  any  intervenor  finds  defi- 
ciencies, it  shall  work  with  the  electric  utility  and  the  other 
parties  to  reach,  within  forty-five  (45)  days  of  the  date  that 
the  report  or  comments  were  submitted,  a joint  agreement 
on  a plan  to  remedy  the  identified  deficiencies,  if  full  agree- 
ment cannot  be  reached,  this  should  be  reported  to  the  com- 
mission through  a joint  filing  as  soon  as  possible,  but  no 
later  than  forty-five  (45)  days  after  the  date  on  which  the 
report  or  comments  were  submitted.  The  joint  filing  should 
set  out  in  a brief  narrative  description  those  areas  on  which 
agreement  cannot  be  reached. 

(9)  if  full  agreement  on  remedying  deficiencies  is  not 
reached,  then  within  sixty  (60)  days  from  the  date  on  which 
the  staff,  public  counsel  or  any  intervenor  submitted  a report 
or  comments  relating  to  the  electric  utility's  compliance  fil- 
ing, the  electric  utility  may  file  a response  and  the  staff, 
public  counsel  and  any  intervenor  may  file  comments  in 
response  to  each  other.  The  commission  will  issue  an  order 
which  indicates  on  what  items,  if  any,  a hearing  will  be  held 
and  which  establishes  a procedural  schedule. 

(10)  if  the  utility  determines  that  circumstances  have 
changed  so  that  the  preferred  resource  plan  is  no  longer 
appropriate,  either  due  to  the  limits  identified  pursuant  to  4 
CSR  240-22.070)  10) (C)  being  exceeded  or  for  other  rea- 
sons, the  utility,  in  writing,  shall  notify  the  commission  with- 
in sixty  (60)  days  of  the  utility's  determination,  if  the  utility 
decides  to  implement  any  of  the  contingency  options  identi- 
fied pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.0701 10) (D),  the  utility  shall 
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file  for  review  in  advance  of  its  next  regularly  scheduled 
compliance  filing  a revised  implementation  plan. 

(11)  Upon  written  application,  and  after  notice  and  an  oppor- 
tunity for  hearing,  the  commission  may  waive  or  grant  a vari- 
ance from  a provision  of  this  chapter  for  good  cause  shown. 

(A)  The  granting  of  a variance  to  one  (1)  electric  utility 
which  waives  or  otherwise  affects  the  required  compliance 
with  a provision  of  this  chapter  does  not  constitute  a waiv- 
er respecting,  or  otherwise  affect,  the  required  compliance 
of  any  other  electric  utility  with  a provision  of  these  rules. 

(B)  The  commission  will  not  waive  or  grant  a variance 
from  this  chapter  in  total. 

(12)  The  commission  may  extend  or  reduce  any  of  the  time 
periods  specified  in  this  rule  for  good  cause  shown. 

(13)  The  commission  will  issue  an  order  which  contains  find- 
ings that  the  electric  utility's  filing  pursuant  to  this  rule 
either  does  or  does  not  demonstrate  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  this  chapter,  and  that  the  utility's  resource 
acquisition  strategy  either  does  or  does  not  meet  the  require- 
ments stated  in  4 CSR  240-22. 010(2)(A)-(C),  and  which 
addresses  any  utility  requests  pursuant  to  section  (2)  for 
authorization  or  reauthorization  of  nontraditionai  accounting 
procedures  for  demand-side  resource  costs.] 

(1)  Each  electric  utility  which  sold  more  than  one  (1)  million 
megawatt-hours  to  Missouri  retail  electric  customers  for  calendar 
year  2009  shall  make  a filing  with  the  commission  every  three  (3) 
years  on  April  1.  Companies  submitting  their  triennial  compli- 
ance filings  on  the  same  schedule  may  file  them  jointly.  The  elec- 
tric utilities  shall  submit  their  triennial  compliance  filings  on  the 
following  schedule: 

(A)  Kansas  City  Power  & Light  Company  and  KCP&L 
Greater  Missouri  Operations  Company,  or  their  successors,  on 
April  1,  2012,  and  every  third  year  thereafter; 

(B)  The  Empire  District  Electric  Company,  or  its  successor,  on 
April  1,  2013,  and  every  third  year  thereafter;  and 

(C)  Union  Electric  Company  d/b/a  Ameren  Missouri,  or  its 
successor,  on  April  1,  2014,  and  every  third  year  thereafter. 

(2)  The  utility’s  triennial  compliance  filings  shall  demonstrate 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  and  shall  include 
at  least  the  following  items: 

(A)  Letter  of  transmittal  expressing  commitment  to  the 
approved  preferred  resource  plan  and  resource  acquisition  strat- 
egy and  signed  by  an  officer  of  the  utility  having  the  authority  to 
bind  and  commit  the  utility  to  the  resource  acquisition  strategy; 

(B)  If  the  preferred  resource  plan  is  inconsistent  with  the  util- 
ity’s business  plan,  an  explanation  of  the  differences  and  why  the 
differences  exist; 

(C)  Technical  volume(s)  that  fully  describe  and  document  the 
utility’s  analysis  and  decisions  in  selecting  its  preferred  resource 
plan  and  resource  acquisition  strategy. 

1.  The  technical  volume(s)  shall  include  all  documentation 
and  information  specified  in  4 CSR  240-22.030-4  CSR  240- 
22.070  and  any  other  information  considered  by  the  utility  to 
analyze  and  select  its  resource  acquisition  strategy. 

2.  The  technical  volume(s)  shall  be  organized  by  chapters 
corresponding  to  4 CSR  240-22.030-4  CSR  240-22.070. 

3.  A separate  chapter  shall  be  designated  in  the  technical 
volume(s)  to  address  special  contemporary  issues  pursuant  to  4 
CSR  240-22.080(4)  and  input  from  the  stakeholder  group  pur- 
suant to  4 CSR  240-22.080(5).  The  chapter  shall  identify  the 
issues  raised,  how  the  utility  addressed  them,  and  where  in  the 
technical  volumes(s)  the  reports,  analyses,  and  all  resulting 
actions  are  presented. 

(D)  The  highly-confidential  form  of  the  capacity  balance 


spreadsheet  completed  in  the  specified  format  for  the  preferred 
resource  plan  and  each  candidate  resource  plan  considered  by 
the  utility; 

(E)  An  executive  summary,  separately  bound  and  suitable  for 
distribution  to  the  public  in  paper  and  electronic  formats.  The 
executive  summary  shall  be  an  informative  non-technical  descrip- 
tion of  the  preferred  resource  plan  and  resource  acquisition  strat- 
egy. This  document  shall  summarize  the  contents  of  the  technical 
volume(s)  and  shall  be  organized  by  chapters  corresponding  to  4 
CSR  240-22.030-4  CSR  240-22.070.  The  executive  summary 
shall  include: 

1.  A brief  introduction  describing  the  utility,  its  existing 
facilities,  existing  purchase  power  arrangements,  existing 
demand-side  programs,  existing  demand-side  rates,  and  the  pur- 
pose of  the  resource  acquisition  strategy; 

2.  For  each  major  class  and  for  the  total  of  all  major  class- 
es, the  base  load  forecasts  for  peak  demand  and  for  energy  for 
the  planning  horizon,  with  and  without  utility  demand-side 
resources,  and  a listing  of  the  economic  and  demographic 
assumptions  associated  with  each  base  load  forecast; 

3.  A summary  of  the  preferred  resource  plan  to  meet  expect- 
ed energy  service  needs  for  the  planning  horizon,  clearly  showing 
the  demand-side  resources  and  supply-side  resources  (both 
renewable  and  non-renewable  resources),  including  additions  and 
retirements  for  each  resource  type; 

4.  Identification  of  critical  uncertain  factors  affecting  the 
preferred  resource  plan; 

5.  For  existing  legal  mandates  and  approved  cost  recovery 
mechanisms,  the  following  performance  measures  of  the  pre- 
ferred resource  plan  for  each  year  of  the  planning  horizon: 

A.  Estimated  annual  revenue  requirement; 

B.  Estimated  impact  on  retail  rates;  and 

C.  Estimated  company  financial  ratios; 

6.  If  the  estimated  company  financial  ratios  in  subparagraph 

(2) (E)5.C.  of  this  rule  are  below  investment  grade  in  any  year  of 
the  planning  horizon,  a description  of  any  changes  in  legal  man- 
dates and  cost  recovery  mechanisms  necessary  for  the  utility  to 
maintain  an  investment  grade  credit  rating  in  each  year  of  the 
planning  horizon  and  the  resulting  performance  measures  of  the 
preferred  resource  plan; 

7.  Actions  and  initiatives  to  implement  the  resource  acquisi- 
tion strategy  prior  to  the  next  triennial  compliance  filing;  and 

8.  A description  of  the  major  research  projects  and  pro- 
grams the  utility  will  continue  or  commence  during  the  imple- 
mentation period;  and 

(F)  Such  other  information  or  format  as  the  commission  may 
determine. 

(3)  Beginning  in  2012,  on  or  about  April  1 of  every  year  in  which 
the  utility  is  not  required  to  submit  a triennial  compliance  filing, 
each  electric  utility  shall  host  an  annual  update  workshop  with 
the  stakeholder  group.  The  utility  at  its  discretion  may  host  addi- 
tional update  workshops  when  conditions  warrant.  Any  addi- 
tional update  workshops  shall  follow  the  same  procedures  as  the 
annual  update  workshop. 

(A)  The  purpose  of  the  annual  update  workshop  is  to  ensure 
that  members  of  the  stakeholder  group  have  the  opportunity  to 
provide  input  and  to  stay  informed  regarding  the— 

1.  Utility’s  current  preferred  resource  plan; 

2.  Status  of  the  identified  critical  uncertain  factors; 

3.  Utility’s  progress  in  implementing  the  resource  acquisi- 
tion strategy; 

4.  Analyses  and  conclusions  regarding  any  special  contem- 
porary issues  that  may  have  been  identified  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.080(4); 

5.  Resolution  of  any  deficiencies  or  concerns  pursuant  to  4 
CSR  240-22.080(16);  and 

6.  Changing  conditions  generally. 
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(B)  The  utility  shall  prepare  an  annual  update  report  with  both 
a public  version  and  a highly-confidential  version  to  document 
the  information  presented  at  the  annual  update  workshop  and 
shall  file  the  annual  update  reports  with  the  commission  no  less 
than  twenty  (20)  days  prior  to  the  annual  update  workshop.  The 
depth  and  detail  of  the  annual  update  report  shall  generally  be 
commensurate  with  the  magnitude  and  significance  of  the  chang- 
ing conditions  since  the  last  filed  triennial  compliance  filing  or 
annual  update  filing.  If  the  current  resource  acquisition  strategy 
has  changed  from  that  contained  in  the  most-recently-filed  trien- 
nial compliance  filing  or  annual  update  filing,  the  annual  update 
report  shall  describe  the  changes  and  provide  updated  capacity 
balance  spreadsheets  required  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240- 
22.080(2)(D).  If  the  current  resource  acquisition  strategy  has  not 
changed,  the  annual  update  report  shall  explicitly  verify  that  the 
current  resource  acquisition  strategy  is  the  same  as  that  con- 
tained in  the  most-recently-filed  triennial  compliance  filing  or 
annual  update  filing. 

(C)  The  utility  shall  prepare  a summary  report  that  shall  list 
and  describe  any  action  items  resulting  from  the  workshop  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  utility  prior  to  next  triennial  compliance  filing 
or  annual  update  filing.  The  summary  shall  be  filed  within  ten 
(10)  days  following  the  workshop.  If  there  are  no  changes  as  a 
result  of  the  workshop,  the  utility  is  required  to  file  a notice  that 
it  will  not  be  making  any  changes  to  its  annual  update  report. 

(D)  Stakeholders  may  file  comments  with  the  commission  con- 
cerning the  utility’s  annual  update  report  and  summary  report 
within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  utility’s  filing  of  the  summary 
report. 

(4)  It  is  the  responsibility  of  each  utility  to  keep  abreast  of  evolv- 
ing electric  resource  planning  issues  and  to  consider  and  analyze 
these  issues  in  a timely  manner  in  the  triennial  compliance  filings 
and  annual  update  reports.  An  order  containing  a list  of  special 
contemporary  issues  shall  be  issued  by  the  commission  for  each 
utility  to  analyze  and  document  in  its  next  triennial  compliance 
filing  or  next  annual  update  report.  The  purpose  of  the  special 
contemporary  issues  lists  is  to  ensure  that  evolving  regulatory, 
economic,  financial,  environmental,  energy,  technical,  or  cus- 
tomer issues  are  adequately  addressed  by  each  utility  in  its  elec- 
tric resource  planning.  Each  special  contemporary  issues  list  will 
identify  new  and  evolving  issues  but  may  also  include  other  issues 
such  as  unresolved  deficiencies  or  concerns  from  the  preceding 
triennial  compliance  filing.  To  develop  the  list  of  special  contem- 
porary issues— 

(A)  No  later  than  September  15,  staff,  public  counsel,  and  par- 
ties to  the  last  triennial  compliance  filing  of  each  utility  may  file 
suggested  special  contemporary  issues  for  each  utility  to  consid- 
er; 

(B)  Not  later  than  October  1,  the  utilities,  staff,  public  coun- 
sel, and  parties  to  the  last  triennial  compliance  filings  may  file 
comments  regarding  the  special  contemporary  issues  filed  on 
September  15;  and 

(C)  No  later  than  November  1,  an  order  containing  a list  of 
special  contemporary  issues  shall  be  issued  by  the  commission  for 
each  utility  to  analyze  and  document  in  its  next  triennial  compli- 
ance filing  or  annual  update  report.  The  commission  shall  not  be 
limited  to  only  the  filed  suggested  special  contemporary  issues.  If 
the  commission  determines  that  there  are  no  special  contempo- 
rary issues  for  a utility  to  analyze,  an  order  shall  be  issued  by  the 
commission  stating  that  there  are  no  special  contemporary  issues. 

(5)  Each  electric  utility  shall  convene  a stakeholder  group  to  pro- 
vide the  opportunity  for  public  input  into  electric  utility  resource 
planning  in  a timely  manner  that  may  affect  the  outcome  of  the 
utility  resource  planning  efforts.  The  utility  may  choose  to  not 
incorporate  some,  or  all,  of  the  stakeholder  group  input  in  its 
analysis  and  decision-making  for  the  triennial  compliance  filing. 


(A)  The  utility  shall  convene  at  least  one  (1)  meeting  of  the 
stakeholder  group  prior  to  the  triennial  compliance  plan  filing  to 
present  a draft  of  the  triennial  compliance  filing  corresponding  4 
CSR  240-22.030-4  CSR  240-22.050  and  to  present  an  overview  of 
its  proposed  alternative  resource  plans  and  intended  procedures 
and  analyses  to  meet  the  requirements  of  4 CSR  240-22.060  and 
4 CSR  240-22.070.  The  stakeholders  shall  make  a good  faith 
effort  to  provide  comments  on  the  information  provided  by  the 
utility,  to  identify  additional  alternative  resource  plans,  and  to 
identify  where  the  utility’s  analyses  and  intended  approaches 
may  not  meet  the  objectives  of  the  rules. 

(B)  Within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  last  stakeholder  group  meet- 
ing pursuant  to  subsection  (5)  (A)  of  this  rule,  any  stakeholder 
may  provide  the  utility  and  other  stakeholders  with  a written 
statement  summarizing  any  potential  deficiencies  in  or  concerns 
with  the  utility’s  proposed  compliance  with  the  electric  resource 
planning  rules.  The  utility  has  the  opportunity  to  address  the 
potential  deficiencies  or  concerns  identified  by  any  stakeholder  in 
its  preparation  of  the  triennial  compliance  filing. 

(C)  Any  stakeholder  input  through  the  process  described  in 
section  (5)  of  this  rule  does  not  preclude  the  stakeholder  from  fil- 
ing reports  in  accordance  with  section  (7)  or  (8)  of  this  rule. 

(6)  The  commission  will  establish  dockets  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  the  triennial  compliance  filings.  Unless  the  commission 
specifies  otherwise,  the  docket  of  the  triennial  compliance  filing 
of  each  affected  utility  shall  remain  open  to  receive  annual 
update  reports  including  workshop  summary  reports,  notifica- 
tions of  changes  to  the  preferred  plan,  and  other  relevant  docu- 
ments submitted  between  triennial  compliance  filings.  The  com- 
mission will  issue  orders  that  establish  an  intervention  deadline 
and  provide  for  notice. 

(7)  The  staff  shall  conduct  a limited  review  of  each  triennial  com- 
pliance filing  required  by  this  rule  and  shall  file  a report  not  later 
than  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days  after  each  utility’s  scheduled 
triennial  compliance  filing  date.  The  report  shall  identify  any 
deficiencies  in  the  electric  utility’s  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  chapter,  any  major  deficiencies  in  the  methodologies  or 
analyses  required  to  be  performed  by  this  chapter,  and  any  other 
deficiencies  and  shall  provide  at  least  one  (1)  suggested  remedy 
for  each  identified  deficiency.  Staff  may  also  identify  concerns 
with  the  utility’s  triennial  compliance  filing  and  shall  provide  at 
least  one  (1)  suggested  remedy  for  each  identified  concern.  Staff 
shall  provide  its  workpapers  related  to  each  deficiency  or  concern 
to  all  parties  within  ten  (10)  days  of  the  date  its  report  is  filed.  If 
the  staff’s  limited  review  finds  no  deficiencies  or  no  concerns,  the 
staff  shall  state  that  in  the  report.  A staff  report  that  finds  that 
an  electric  utility’s  filing  is  in  compliance  with  this  chapter  shall 
not  be  construed  as  acceptance  or  agreement  with  the  substan- 
tive findings,  determinations,  or  analysis  contained  in  the  electric 
utility’s  filing. 

(8)  Also  within  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  days  after  an  electric 
utility’s  triennial  compliance  filing  pursuant  to  this  rule,  the  pub- 
lic counsel  and  any  intervenor  may  file  a report  or  comments. 
The  report  or  comments,  based  on  a limited  review,  may  identi- 
fy any  deficiencies  or  concerns  which  the  public  counsel  or  inter- 
venor believes  could  prevent  the  utility’s  resource  acquisition 
plan  from  effectively  fulfilling  the  objectives  of  the  electric 
resource  planning  rules.  Public  counsel  or  intervenors  shall  pro- 
vide at  least  one  (1)  suggested  remedy  for  each  identified  defi- 
ciency or  concern.  Public  counsel  or  any  intervenor  shall  provide 
its  workpapers  related  to  each  deficiency  or  concern  to  all  parties 
within  ten  (10)  days  of  the  date  its  report  is  filed. 

(9)  If  the  staff,  public  counsel,  or  any  intervenor  finds  deficien- 
cies in  or  concerns  with  a triennial  compliance  filing,  it  shall 
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work  with  the  electric  utility  and  the  other  parties  to  reach,  with- 
in forty-five  (45)  days  of  the  date  that  the  report  or  comments 
were  submitted,  a joint  agreement  on  a plan  to  remedy  the  iden- 
tified deficiencies  and  concerns.  If  full  agreement  cannot  be 
reached,  this  should  be  reported  to  the  commission  through  a 
joint  filing  as  soon  as  possible  but  no  later  than  forty-five  (45) 
days  after  the  date  on  which  the  report  or  comments  were  sub- 
mitted. The  joint  filing  should  set  out  in  a brief  narrative 
description  those  areas  on  which  agreement  cannot  be  reached. 

(10)  If  full  agreement  on  remedying  deficiencies  or  concerns  is 
not  reached,  then,  within  sixty  (60)  days  from  the  date  on  which 
the  staff,  public  counsel,  or  any  intervenor  submitted  a report  or 
comments  relating  to  the  electric  utility’s  triennial  compliance  fil- 
ing, the  electric  utility  may  file  a response  and  the  staff,  public 
counsel,  and  any  intervenor  may  file  comments  in  response  to 
each  other.  The  commission  will  issue  an  order  which  indicates 
on  what  items,  if  any,  a hearing  will  be  held  and  which  estab- 
lishes a procedural  schedule. 

(11)  All  workpapers,  documents,  reports,  data,  computer  model 
documentation,  analysis,  letters,  memoranda,  notes,  test  results, 
studies,  recordings,  transcriptions,  and  any  other  supporting 
information  relating  to  the  filed  resource  acquisition  strategy 
within  the  electric  utility’s  or  its  contractors’  possession,  custody, 
or  control  shall  be  preserved  and  submitted  within  two  (2)  days 
of  its  triennial  compliance  or  annual  update  filings  in  accordance 
with  any  protective  order  to  the  staff  and  public  counsel,  and  to 
any  intervenor  within  two  (2)  days  of  the  intervenor  signing  and 
filing  a confidentiality  agreement,  for  use  in  its  review  of  the  peri- 
odic filings  required  by  this  rule.  All  information  shall  be  labeled 
to  reference  the  sections  of  the  technical  volumes(s)  to  which  it  is 
related,  and  all  spreadsheets  shall  have  all  formulas  intact.  Each 
electric  utility  shall  retain  at  least  one  (1)  readable  copy  of  the 
officially  adopted  resource  acquisition  strategy  and  all  support- 
ing information  for  at  least  the  prior  three  (3)  triennial  compli- 
ance filings. 

(12)  If,  between  triennial  compliance  filings,  the  utility’s  business 
plan  or  acquisition  strategy  becomes  materially  inconsistent  with 
the  preferred  resource  plan,  or  if  the  utility  determines  that  the 
preferred  resource  plan  or  acquisition  strategy  is  no  longer 
appropriate,  either  due  to  the  limits  identified  pursuant  to  4 CSR 
240-22.070(2)  being  exceeded  or  for  other  reasons,  the  utility,  in 
writing,  shall  notify  the  commission  within  sixty  (60)  days  of  the 
utility’s  determination.  The  notification  shall  include  a descrip- 
tion of  all  changes  to  the  preferred  plan  and  acquisition  strategy, 
the  impact  of  each  change  on  the  present  value  of  revenue 
requirement,  and  all  other  performance  measures  specified  in 
the  last  filing  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.080  and  the  rationale  for 
each  change. 

(A)  If  the  utility  decides  to  implement  any  of  the  contingency 
resource  plans  identified  pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(4),  the 
utility  shall  file  for  review  a revised  resource  acquisition  strategy. 

(B)  If  the  utility  decides  to  implement  a resource  plan  not  iden- 
tified pursuant  to  4 CSR  240-22.070(4)  or  changes  its  acquisition 
strategy,  it  shall  give  a detailed  description  of  the  revised  resource 
plan  or  acquisition  strategy  and  why  none  of  the  contingency 
resource  plans  identified  in  4 CSR  240-22.070(4)  were  chosen. 

(13)  Upon  written  application  made  at  least  twelve  (12)  months 
prior  to  a triennial  compliance  filing,  and  after  notice  and  an 
opportunity  for  hearing,  the  commission  may  waive  or  grant  a 
variance  from  a provision  of  4 CSR  240-22.030-4  CSR  240- 
22.070  for  good  cause  shown. 

(A)  The  granting  of  a variance  to  one  (1)  electric  utility  which 
waives  or  otherwise  affects  the  required  compliance  with  a pro- 
vision of  this  chapter  does  not  constitute  a waiver  respecting,  or 


otherwise  affect,  the  required  compliance  of  any  other  electric 
utility  with  a provision  of  these  rules. 

(B)  The  commission  will  not  waive  or  grant  a variance  from 
this  chapter  in  total. 

(14)  An  electric  utility  which  sells  less  than  seven  (7)  million 
megawatt-hours  to  Missouri  retail  electric  customers  for  the  pre- 
vious calendar  year  may  apply  for  a waiver  allowing  it  to  conduct 
an  annual  update  workshop  pursuant  to  section  (3)  of  this  rule  in 
place  of  its  scheduled  triennial  compliance  filing  pursuant  to  sec- 
tion (1)  of  this  rule,  if  the  utility  has  no  unresolved  deficiencies 
or  concerns  from  its  prior  triennial  plan  filing  or  annual  update 
filing  that  materially  affect  its  resource  acquisition  strategy. 
Upon  written  application  made  at  least  twelve  (12)  months  prior 
to  a triennial  compliance  filing,  and  after  notice  and  an  oppor- 
tunity for  hearing,  the  commission  may  allow  the  utility  to  con- 
duct the  annual  update  workshop  process  in  lieu  of  submitting  its 
triennial  compliance  filing.  No  more  than  one  (1)  such  waiver 
may  be  granted  consecutively  between  triennial  compliance  fil- 
ings. 

(15)  The  commission  may  extend  or  reduce  any  of  the  time  peri- 
ods specified  in  this  rule  for  good  cause  shown. 

(16)  The  commission  will  issue  an  order  which  contains  its  find- 
ings regarding  at  least  one  (1)  of  the  following  options: 

(A)  That  the  electric  utility’s  filing  pursuant  to  this  rule  either 
does  or  does  not  demonstrate  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  this  chapter,  and  that  the  utility’s  resource  acquisition  strate- 
gy either  does  or  does  not  meet  the  requirements  stated  in  4 CSR 
240-22. 

(B)  That  the  commission  approves  or  disapproves  the  joint  fil- 
ing on  the  remedies  to  the  plan  deficiencies  or  concerns  developed 
pursuant  to  section  (9)  of  this  rule; 

(C)  That  the  commission  understands  that  full  agreement  on 
remedying  deficiencies  or  concerns  is  not  reached  and  pursuant 
to  section  (10)  of  this  rule,  the  commission  will  issue  an  order 
which  indicates  on  what  items,  if  any,  a hearing(s)  will  be  held 
and  which  establishes  a procedural  schedule;  and 

(D)  That  the  commission  establishes  a procedural  schedule  for 
filings  and  a hearing(s),  if  necessary,  to  remedy  deficiencies  or 
concerns  as  specified  by  the  commission. 

(17)  In  all  future  cases  before  the  commission  which  involve  a 
requested  action  that  is  affected  by  electric  utility  resources,  pre- 
ferred resource  plan,  or  resource  acquisition  strategy,  the  utility 
must  certify  that  the  requested  action  is  substantially  consistent 
with  the  preferred  resource  plan  specified  in  the  most  recent  tri- 
ennial compliance  filing  or  annual  update  report.  If  the  request- 
ed action  is  not  substantially  consistent  with  the  preferred 
resource  plan,  the  utility  shall  provide  a detailed  explanation. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  386.040,  386.250,  [RSMo  Supp.  1991] 
386.610,  and  393.140,  RSMo  [1 986]  2000.  Original  rule  filed  June 
12,  1992,  effective  May  6,  1993.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  25,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
two  hundred  eighty-four  thousand  four  hundred  dollars  ($284,400)  in 
the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  comments  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to 
this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Public  Service 
Commission,  Steven  C.  Reed,  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  PO  Box 
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360,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  at  the  commission’s  offices  on  or  before  January  3,  2011, 
and  should  include  a reference  to  Commission  File  No.  EX-2010- 
0254.  Comments  may  also  be  submitted  via  a filing  using  the  com- 
mission ’s  electronic  filing  and  information  system  at 
http://www.psc.mo.gov/case-fding-information.  A public  hearing 
regarding  this  proposed  amendment  is  scheduled  for  January  6,  2011, 
at  9:00  a.m.  in  the  commission’s  offices  in  the  Governor  Office 
Building,  200  Madison  Street,  Room  305,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Interested  persons  may  appear  at  this  hearing  to  submit  additional 
comments  and/or  testimony  in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  pro- 
posed amendment  and  may  be  asked  to  respond  to  commission  ques- 
tions. 

SPECIAL  NEEDS:  Any  persons  with  special  needs  as  addressed  by 
the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  should  contact  the  Missouri 
Public  Sendee  Commission  at  least  ten  (10)  days  prior  to  the  hear- 
ing at  one  ( 1 ) of  the  following  numbers:  Consumer  Sendees  Hotline 
1-800-392-4211  (voice)  or  Relay  Missouri  at  711. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  COST 


I.  Department  Title:  Missouri  Department  of  Economic  Development 

Division  Title:  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission 

Chapter  Title:  Chapter  22  - Electric  Utility  Resource  Planning 


Rule  Number  and 
Title: 

4 CSR  240-22.080 

Filing  Schedule,  Filing  Requirements  and  Stakeholder  Process 

Type  of 
Rulemaking: 

Rule  Revision 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of 
entities  by  class  which 
would  likely  be  affected 
by  the  adoption  of  the 
rule: 

Classification  by  types 
of  the  business  entities 
which  would  likely  be 
affected: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  first 
year  cost  of 
compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

Estimate  in  the 
aggregate  as  to  the  cost 
of  compliance  with  the 
rule  by  the  affected 
entities  (years  2-4): 

4 

Investor-owned  electric 
utilities 

$284,400 

$284,400 

III.  WORKSHEET 

1 . KCPL  estimated  an  increase  in  additional  labor  due  to  this  rule  of  $79,400  and  an 
annual  cost  for  consultants  of  $200,000. 

2.  Empire  estimates  an  additional  $30,000  cost  due  to  increase  report  writing 

3.  AmerenUE  did  not  include  any  fiscal  impact  due  to  changes  to  this  rule. 

IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

• The  estimates  given  by  KCPL  are  for  both  KCP&L  and  KCP&L  Greater  Missouri 
Operations  Company.  Annual  cost  for  each  utility  is  ($79,400+$200,000)/2  or 
$139,700. 

• Changes  to  filing  frequency  for  Empire  result  in  Empire  having  to  meet  the  full 
rule  requirements  every  six  years  instead  of  the  current  requirement  of  every  3 
years,  annual  cost  for  Empire  is  estimated  at  $5,000 

• Therefore,  the  total  cost  for  compliance  with  this  proposed  rule  is  estimated  to  be 
$284,400. 
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BEFORE  THE  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
OF  THE  STATE  OF  MISSOURI 

In  the  Matter  of  a Proposed  Rulemaking  ) 

Regarding  Revision  of  the  Commission’s  ) File  No.  EX-2010-0254 

Chapter  22  Electric  Utility  Resource  ) 

Planning  Rules  ) 

DISSENT  OF  COMMISSIONER  JEFF  DAVIS  TO  THE 
PROPOSED  RULEMAKING  REVISING  THE  COMMISSION’S  CHAPTER  22 
ELECTRIC  UTILITY  RESOURCE  PLANNING  RULES 

I respectfully  dissent  from  my  colleagues’  order  to  promulgate  these  rules  as  they  are 
currently  written. 

Anyone  who  has  ever  been  involved  in  the  integrated  resource  planning  (IRP)  process 
knows  these  rules  have  desperately  needed  revision  for  years.  It’s  taken  a long  time  to  get 
where  we  are.  These  rules  are  an  improvement  in  some  respects,  but  something  important  is 
missing:  accountability  for  the  Public  Service  Commission  and  the  PSC  Staff  for  any  outcome 
in  these  IRP  proceedings.  It  may  seem  like  an  antiquated  note,  but  I think  we  need  to  take 
responsibility  for  the  decisions  we  make  - or  in  this  case  - fail  to  make. 

Both  the  Missouri  Energy  Development  Association  (MEDA)  and  the  Missouri 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  (MDNR)  offered  language  whereby  the  Commission  would 
at  least  “acknowledge”  the  utility’s  resource  plan.  “Acknowledgement”  of  the  plan  would 
enhance  the  process  because  it  would  force  the  parties  and  the  staff  to  focus  on  outcomes  as 
well  as  the  process  by  which  those  outcomes  were  determined.  After  all,  outcomes  should 
be  the  purpose  of  the  IRP  process.  More  importantly,  electric  utilities  could  use  the 
acknowledgement  process  to  establish  the  prudence  of  making-or  not  making-certain  large 
capital  expenditures  that  are  going  to  amount  to  billions  of  dollars  over  the  next  decade  (e.g. 
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- whether  to  shut  down  and  decommission  one  or  more  coal  plants  or  to  continue  retrofitting 
all  of  them)  before  they  get  to  a rate  case  and  have  to  argue  over  imprudence  or  lack  thereof. 

Whether  and  how  we  address  IRP  decisions  will  definitely  impact  customer  rates  for 
years  to  come.  Failing  to  act  on  the  substance  of  IRPs  constitutes  a decision  in  and  of  itself. 
The  Commission’s  failure  sends  a message  of  uncertainty  to  the  utilities  we  regulate,  their 
investors  and  Wall  Street  saying  either  “we  want  to  be  free  to  disavow  your  plan  and  disallow 
the  expenses  later”  or  “we  are  afraid  to  be  criticized  for  acknowledging  a plan  that  later 
failed.” 

Ultimately,  our  failure  to  address  the  substance  of  utility  resource  plans  increases 
financing  costs  for  capital  investment  projects  as  well  as  litigation  costs  in  future  rate  cases 
because  parties  will  litigate  the  issue  in  future  cases  and  knowing  the  Commission  may 
disallow  expenses,  lenders  and  investors  will  want  higher  returns.  That  uncertainty  will 
assuredly  cause  Missouri  investor-owned  electric  utilities  to  place  the  least  possible  amount 
of  investment  capital  at  risk  short-term.  This  is  important  because  the  cheapest  plan  today 
will  not  likely  be  the  cheapest  plan  over  the  next  one  to  five  years,  and  even  less  likely  over 
the  long-term  (from  30  to  50  years).  Thus,  the  ratepayers  could  end  up  paying  higher  rates 
long-term  so  the  utility  can  consistently  save  a few  dollars  on  the  front  end,  or  because  the 
utility  opted  for  cheaper,  less  reliable  technology. 

The  importance  of  this  issue  is  best  illustrated  by  the  decisions  the  Commission  faces 
regarding  our  aging  fleet  of  coal  plants.  In  September,  Wood  Mackenzie’s  North  American 
power  research  group  issued  a startling  report  that  almost  60  gigawatts  of  coal-fired  electric 
plants  could  be  retired  over  the  next  decade.  Independent  verification  of  that  estimate  comes 
from  Ellen  Lapson,  Managing  Director  of  Corporate  Ratings  for  Fitch  Rating  Agency.  On 
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September  30,  2010,  at  the  Financial  Research  Institute,  Director  Lapson  said  that  Wood 
Mackenzie’s  number  was  a reasonable  number.  At  least  two  Commissioners  were  present  at 
that  meeting. 

The  findings  of  the  Wood  Mackenzie  report  ought  to  send  a shiver  down  the  spine  of 
everyone  here  at  the  PSC  as  well  as  anyone  employed  by  a Missouri  utility.  More  than  80% 
of  the  electricity  consumed  in  this  state  is  fueled  by  coal.  Collectively,  Missouri  utilities 
probably  own  around  10,000  megawatts  of  coal-fired  generation,  if  not  more.  Ameren 
Missouri  is  the  largest  Missouri  utility  and  owns  several  thousand  megawatts  of  coal-fired 
generation  all  by  itself,  but  everyone  including  the  utilities  who’ve  camouflaged  themselves  as 
being  leaders  in  the  green  revolution  have  similar  risks.  So,  when  the  Wall  Street  analysts 
say  “Coal  is  in  the  crosshairs”  they  mean  pretty  much  every  Missouri  utility,  but  especially 
Ameren  because  they  own  the  most  coal  plants,  and  that  ultimately  every  utility  customer  in 
the  state  is  in  the  crosshairs.  Each  and  every  one  of  our  investor-owned  electric  utilities  is 
going  to  make  significant  investment  decisions  regarding  the  retirement  or  retrofitting  of  a 
large  fleet  of  coal  plants  averaging  more  than  40  years  or  older  as  well  as  the  addition  of  new 
resources  to  replace  these  retiring  coal  plants,  meet  growing  demand  and  comply  with 
government  mandates  for  utilities  to  buy  certain  amounts  of  “renewable”  electricity. 

Presidents  and  governors  don’t  punt  and  this  Commission  shouldn’t  punt  either. 
Hundreds  of  millions,  if  not  billions,  of  dollars  are  at  stake  when  our  electric  utilities  make 
these  decisions  and  customer  rates  are  hanging  in  the  balance.  We  owe  it  to  the  ratepayers 
and  to  the  utilities  we  regulate  to  be  decisive  and  thereby  meet  this  Commission’s  statutory 
obligation  to  assure  safe  and  adequate  service  for  consumers  at  a just  and  reasonable  rate. 
It’s  silly  and  unconscionable  to  spend  a couple  of  years  working  on  more  than  60  pages  of 
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rules  that  force  the  utility  to  think  of  every  scenario,  to  document  how  every  calculation  is 
made,  to  check  to  see  if  the  work  was  performed  correctly  and  then  do  nothing  with  such 
documents  except  hold  them,  waiting  to  whip  them  out  on  some  unsuspecting  utility 
executive  for  not  following  a plan  we  don’t  intend  to  make  them  follow  until  the  day  they 
deviate  from  it. 

In  conclusion,  a Commission  majority  that  has  shown  a willingness  to  micro-manage 
electric  utilities  by  requiring  them  to  undertake  low-income  assistance  programs  and  make 
our  utilities  buy  Missouri  wind-generated  electricity  ought  not  have  a problem 
“acknowledging”  whether  an  electric  utility’s  preferred  resource  plan  seems  like  a good  or  a 
bad  one. 


Respectfully  submitted 


Jeff  Davis,  Commissioner 

Dated  at  Jefferson  City,  Missouri 
On  this  25th  day  of  October,  2010. 
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Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  5— Conduct  of  Gaming 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

11  CSR  45-5.130  Exchange  of  Chips  and  Tokens.  The  commission 
is  amending  sections  (l)-(3),  adding  section  (4)  and  subsection 
(7)(C),  and  renumbering  the  remaining  sections. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  updates  the  rule  to  provide  for  the  use 
of  chips  to  be  accepted  as  payment  for  food  or  beverages  on  the 
excursion  gambling  floor.  Additionally,  the  Class  A designation  is 
being  changed  to  Class  B. 

(1)  Chips  shall  be  issued  to  a person  only  at  the  request  of  that  per- 
son and  shall  not  be  given  as  change  in  any  other  transaction.  Chips 
shall  be  issued  to  riverboat  patrons  at  cashier’s  cages,  at  the  live 
gaming  devices,  or  at  stations  adjacent  to  the  gaming  area  if  approved 
by  the  commission.  Chips  may  be  redeemed  at  cashier’s  cages  [or  at 
stations  adjacent  to  the  gaming  area  if  approved  by  the  com- 
mission], 

(2)  Tokens  shall  only  be  issued  upon  the  request  of  a patron  from  a 
cashier’s  cage/,7  or  from  employees  of  the  holder  of  a Class  [AfB 
license  at  the  electronic  gaming  devices  area  [or  at  stations  adja- 
cent to  the  gaming  area  if  approved  by  the  commission] . 
Tokens  may  be  redeemed  at  a cashier’s  cage  [or  at  stations  adja- 
cent to  the  gaming  area  if  approved  by  the  commission] . 

(3)  Chips  or  tokens  shall  only  be  redeemed  by  a holder  of  a Class 
[AfB  license  for  its  patrons  and  shall  not  be  knowingly  redeemed 
from  any  nonpatron  source;  provided,  however,  that  nongaming 
employees  of  the  riverboat  may  redeem  chips  or  tokens  they  have 
received  as  gratuities. 

(4)  Value  chips  may  be  accepted  from  patrons  as  payment  at  face 
value  for  food  or  beverages  purchased  on  the  gaming  floor.  Any 
change  due  back  to  the  patron  shall  be  provided  in  cash  or  U.S. 
coin.  All  value  chips  accepted  as  payment  for  food  or  beverages 
shall  be  exchanged  for  cash  at  the  cage  or  main  bank  during  the 
same  shift  they  were  accepted  as  payment.  Non-value  (roulette) 
and  tournament  chips  shall  not  be  used  for  purposes  other  than 
wagering  on  approved  gambling  games.  Currency  transaction 
reporting  requirements  shall  apply  to  any  qualifying  dollar  value 
exchanges  of  value  chips  for  products  or  services. 

7/477(5)  Each  riverboat  shall  promptly  redeem  its  own  chips  and 
tokens  by  cash  or  by  check  dated  the  day  of  the  redemption  on  an 
account  of  the  riverboat  as  requested  by  the  patron,  except  when  the 
chips  and  tokens  were  obtained  or  used  unlawfully. 

// 577(6 ) Each  riverboat  may  demand  the  redemption  of  its  chips  or 
tokens  from  any  person  in  possession  of  them  and  that  person  shall 
redeem  the  chips  or  tokens  upon  presentation  of  an  equivalent 
amount  of  cash  by  the  riverboat. 

7/577(7)  No  riverboat  shall  knowingly  accept,  exchange,  use  or 
redeem  gaming  chips  or  tokens  issued  by  another  riverboat. 

7/777(8)  Each  riverboat  shall  cause  to  be  posted  and  remain  posted  in 
a prominent  place — 

(A)  On  the  front  of  a cashier’s  cage,  a sign  that  reads  as  follows — 
“Gaming  chips  issued  by  another  riverboat  may  not  be  used, 
exchanged  or  redeemed  on  this  riverboat”;  [and] 

(B)  On  electronic  gaming  device  token  redemption  booths,  a sign 
that  reads— “Tokens  issued  by  another  riverboat  may  not  be  used, 
exchanged  or  redeemed  on  this  riverboat/. 7”;  and 

(C)  Near  each  entrance  to  the  casino  floor,  a sign  that  reads— 
“State  law  prohibits  the  use  of  gaming  chips  for  purchases  off  the 


gaming  floor.” 

AUTHORITY:  sections  313.004  and  313.807,  RSMo  [Supp.  1997] 
2000  and  sections  313.8051,]  and  313.817,  RSMo  [1994]  Supp. 
2010.  Emergency  rule  filed  Sept.  1,  1993,  effective  Sept.  20,  1993, 
expired  Jan.  17,  1994.  Emergency  mle  filed  Jan.  5,  1994,  effective 
Jan.  18,  1994,  expired  Jan.  30,  1994.  Original  rule  filed  Sept.  1, 
1993,  effective  Jan.  31,  1994.  Amended:  Filed  Feb.  19,  1998,  effec- 
tive Aug.  30,  1998.  Amended:  Filed  May  13,  1998,  effective  Jan.  30, 
1999.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBF1C  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission, 
PO  Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  com- 
ments must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled 
for  January  5,  2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming 
Commission’s  Hearing  Room,  3417  Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City, 
Missouri. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  7— Security  and  Surveillance 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

11  CSR  45-7.070  Surveillance  Logs.  The  commission  is  amending 
section  (1)  and  deleting  subsections  (1)(A)-(C). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  removes  the  requirements  for  the  logs 
which  were  duplicated  in  the  rule.  The  requirements  for  the  logs  may 
be  found  in  Chapter  M of  the  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards. 

(1)  The  licensee  shall  be  required  to  maintain  a security  log  of  all 
surveillance  activities  in  the  casino  surveillance  room.  The  log  shall 
be  maintained  by  casino  surveillance  room  personnel.  Only  casino 
surveillance  room  personnel  shall  be  allowed  in  the  casino  surveil- 
lance room.  The  commission  shall  have  access  at  all  times  to  the 
logs.  [The  log  shall  include  the  following: 

(A)  All  persons  entering  and  exiting  the  casino  surveillance 
room ; 

(B)  Summary  including  date,  time  and  duration,  of  the  sur- 
veillance; and 

(C)  Record  of  any  equipment  or  camera  malfunctions.] 

AUTHORITY:  sections  313.004  and  313.824,  RSMo  [1994]  2000 
and  sections  313.800[,]  and  313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Emergency 
rule  filed  Sept.  1,  1993,  effective  Sept.  20,  1993,  expired  Jan.  17, 

1994.  Emergency  rule  filed  Jan.  5,  1994,  effective  Jan.  18,  1994, 
expired  Jan.  30,  1994.  Original  rule  filed  Sept.  1,  1993,  effective 
Jan.  31,  1994.  Amended:  Filed  June  2,  1995,  effective  Dec.  30, 

1995.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 
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NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission, 
PO  Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  com- 
ments must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled 
for  January  5,  2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming 
Commission ’s  Hearing  Room,  341 7 Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City, 
Missouri. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

PROPOSED  RULE 

11  CSR  45-9.102  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards 
(MICS) — Chapter  B 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  establishes  the  internal  controls  for  Chapter  B 
of  the  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards. 

PUBLISHER ’S  NOTE:  The  secretary  of  state  has  determined  that 
the  publication  of  the  entire  text  of  the  material  which  is  incorporat- 
ed by  reference  as  a portion  of  this  rule  would  be  unduly  cumbersome 
or  expensive.  This  material  as  incorporated  by  reference  in  this  rule 
shall  be  maintained  by  the  agency  at  its  headquarters  and  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  public  for  inspection  and  copying  at  no  more 
than  the  actual  cost  of  reproduction.  This  note  applies  only  to  the  ref- 
erence material.  The  entire  text  of  the  rule  is  printed  here.  The 
Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards  may  also  be  accessed  at 
http:  //www.  mgc.  dps.  mo.  gov. 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  B-Key  Controls,  which  has  been  incor- 
porated by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the  Missouri  Gaming 
Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102.  Chapter  B does  not  incorporate  any  subsequent  amendments 
or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on  September  29,  2010. 

AUTHORITY:  section  313.004,  RSMo  2000  and  sections  313.800  and 
313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Original  rule  filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  private  entities 
more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  PO  Box 
1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must 
be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled  for  January  5, 
2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission’s  Hearing 
Room,  341 7 Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

PROPOSED  RULE 


11  CSR  45-9.105  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards 
(MICS) — Chapter  E 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  establishes  the  internal  controls  for  Chapter  E 
of  the  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards. 

PUBLISHER  ’.S'  NOTE:  The  secretary  of  state  has  determined  that 
the  publication  of  the  entire  text  of  the  material  which  is  incorporat- 
ed by  reference  as  a portion  of  this  rule  would  be  unduly  cumbersome 
or  expensive.  This  material  as  incorporated  by  reference  in  this  rule 
shall  be  maintained  by  the  agency  at  its  headquarters  and  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  public  for  inspection  and  copying  at  no  more 
than  the  actual  cost  of  reproduction.  This  note  applies  only  to  the  ref- 
erence material.  Die  entire  text  of  the  rule  is  printed  here.  The 
Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards  may  also  be  accessed  at 
http:  //www.  mgc.  dps.  nw.gov. 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  E — Electronic  Gaming  Devices  (EGDs), 
which  has  been  incorporated  by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the 
Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  Chapter  E does  not  incorporate  any  sub- 
sequent amendments  or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on 
September  29,  2010. 

AUTHORITY:  section  313. 004,  RSMo  2000  and  sections  313. 800  and 
313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Original  ride  filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  private  entities 
more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  PO  Box 
1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must 
be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled  for  January  5, 
2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission’s  Hearing 
Room,  341 7 Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

PROPOSED  RULE 

11  CSR  45-9.119  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards 
(MICS) — Chapter  S 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  establishes  the  internal  controls  for  Chapter  S 
of  the  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards. 

PUBLISHER ’S  NOTE:  The  secretary  of  state  has  determined  that 
the  publication  of  the  entire  text  of  the  material  which  is  incorporat- 
ed by  reference  as  a portion  of  this  rule  would  be  unduly  cumbersome 
or  expensive.  This  material  as  incorporated  by  reference  in  this  rule 
shall  be  maintained  by  the  agency  at  its  headquarters  and  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  public  for  inspection  and  copying  at  no  more 
than  the  actual  cost  of  reproduction.  This  note  applies  only  to  the  ref- 
erence material.  Die  entire  text  of  the  rule  is  printed  here.  The 
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Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards  may  also  be  accessed  at 
http:  //www.  mgc.  dps.  mo.  gov. 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  S— Management  Information  Systems, 
which  has  been  incorporated  by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the 
Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  Chapter  S does  not  incorporate  any  sub- 
sequent amendments  or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on 
September  29,  2010. 

AUTHORITY:  section  313.004,  RSMo  2000  and  sections  313.800  and 
313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Original  rule  filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  cost  six  (6)  casino  corpo- 
rate entities  and  two  (2)  manufacturer  supplier  entities  between  zero 
dollars  ($0)  and  one  (1)  million  dollars  to  implement  the  new  stan- 
dards for  this  chapter.  Data  provided  by  the  industry  was  used  to 
quantify  the  cost  associated  with  implementing  the  proposed  stan- 
dards. Initial  cost  estimates  vary  depending  on  the  purchase  cost  of 
hardware  and  software,  additional  system  development,  and  labor 
cost.  Costs  after  the  first  year  are  estimated  to  range  between  zero 
dollars  and  one  hundred  fifty  thousand  dollars  ($0-$150,000).  A 
detailed  fiscal  note  outlines  these  costs  for  each  individual  ride  with- 
in the  MICS  Chapter  S. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  PO  Box 
1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must 
be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled  for  January  5, 
2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission’s  Hearing 
Room,  341 7 Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  COST 


I.  Department  Title:  Missouri  Department  of  Public  Safety 
Division  Title:  Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  Title:  9 - Internal  Control  System 


Rule  Number  and 
Title: 

1 1 CSR  45-9. 119  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards  - Chapter  S (Management 
Information  Systems) 

Type  of 
Rulemaking: 

Proposed  Rule 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number  of  entities  by  class 
which  would  likely  be  affected  by  the 
adoption  of  the  rule: 

Classification  by  types  of  the 
business  entities  which  would  likely 
be  affected: 

Estimate  in  the  aggregate  as  to  the  cost 
of  compliance  with  the  rule  by  the 
affected  entities: 

Six 

Casino  Corporate 
Entities*  (6) 

The  chapter  shown  below  consists  of  a 
series  of  rules,  each  of  which  has  its  own 
fiscal  impact. 

Two 

Manufacturer  Supplier 
Entities  (2) 

M1CS,  2.07  Only  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a 
Manufacturer  Supplier  entity  more  than 
$500  in  the  aggregate 

* Casino  Corporate  Entities  - Missouri  Class  A licensees  (Corporate)  and  their 
Missouri  Class  B licensee(s)  (Riverboat  Casinos)  subsidiaries. 

III.  WORKSHEET 

Minimum  Internal  Control  Standard  (MICS),  Ch.  S (MIS): 

2.07  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a manufacturer  supplier  entity  more  than  $500  in  the 
aggregate. 

3.01  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate.  It 
shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  $250,000.  in  one-time 
costs,  with  no  recurring  costs  to  implement.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission 
to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of 
the  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

3.02  (A)  - One-Time  Cost:  $0  - $10,000.  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0 

3 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicate  no  cost  to  implement.  Two  of  the  remaining 
entities  costs  range  from  $2,000  to  $10,000,  with  no  annual  recurring  cost.  The  other 
entity  submitted  an  amount  of  $35,000,  with  an  annual  recurring  cost  of  $2,500.  While  it 
is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  corporate  casino 
entity  which  submitted  $35,000,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 
casino  corporate  entities  indicated  the  cost  to  be  no  more  than  $ 1 0,000. 

3.02  (B)  - One-Time  Cost:  $0  - $5,000,  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0 
3 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  The  remaining  entities 
submitted  an  amount  from  $800  to  $5,000,  with  no  annual  recurring  costs. 
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3.02  (D)  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the 
aggregate.  It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  $45,000  in 
one-time  costs,  and  $5,000  in  recurring  costs.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission 
to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of 
the  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

3.04  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

3.05  - One-Time  Cost:  $0  - $50,000.  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0 

This  fiscal  amount  derives  from  the  purchasing  and  installation  of  surveillance  equipment 
for  5 of  6 casino  corporate  entities. 

4.02  - One-Time  Cost  $0  - $100,000.  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0 

2 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicate  no  cost  to  implement.  The  other  entities 
submitted  amounts  of:  $31,250,  $70,000,  $80,000,  and  $100,000,  with  no  recurring  cost. 
These  entities  stated  the  following  would  be  required:  1)  purchase  additional  hardware 
for  network  infrastructure;  and/or  2)  develop  new  Slot  Accounting  System  (SAS)  or 
Casino  Management  Systems  (CMS)  software  that  complies  with  this  MICS. 

4.03  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate.  It 
shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  licensee  estimated  the  cost  at  $31,250,  with  no 
recurring  costs  to  implement.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute  the 
fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 casino 
corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

4.05  - One-Time  Cost:  $0  - $1,000,000.  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0  - $150,000 

3 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicate  no  cost  to  implement.  The  other  entities 
submitted  amounts  of:  $25,000,  $125,000,  $200,000,  and  $1,000,000.  The  entity  which 
submitted  the  amount  of  $1,000,000,  also  submitted  a recurring  amount  of  $150,000. 
These  amounts  are  specific  to  each  entity  and  shall  be  considered  an  independent 
business  decision.  These  entities  stated  the  following  would  be  required:  1)  purchase 
additional  hardware  for  network  infrastructure;  and/or  2)  develop  new  Slot  Accounting 
System  (SAS)  or  Casino  Management  Systems  (CMS)  software  that  complies  with  this 
MICS. 

4.06  - One-Time  Cost:  $0  - $7,500.  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0  - $7,500 

4 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  The  remaining  entities 
submitted  amounts  from  $1 ,560  to  $7,500,  with  annual  recurring  amounts  from  $1,560  to 
$7,500. 

4.11  - One-Time  Cost:  $0  - $37,000.  Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0 

4 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  The  remaining  entities 
submitted  an  amount  from  $31,250  to  $37,000,  with  no  annual  recurring  costs.  These 
entities  submitted  costs  specific  to  existing  slot  accounting  system. 

5.04  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate.  It 
shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  $100,000,  in  one-time 
costs,  and  $560  in  recurring  costs.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute 

' the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 
casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

5.05  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
6.04  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

8.02  - Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0  - $18,000 

2 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  The  other  entities 
submitted  annual  recurring  costs  from  $0  - $18,000.  These  entities  submitted  costs  for 
additional  storage  and  transporting  back-up  media  to  an  offsite  facility. 

8.03  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
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9.01  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

9.02  - Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0  - $10,000 

3 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  The  remaining  entities 
submitted  annual  recurring  costs  from  $770  to  $10,000. 

9.03  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

9.04  - Tins  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

9.05  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
10.02  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  $10,000  in  one-time 
costs,  with  no  recurring  cost.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute  the 
fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 casino 
corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

10.05  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 

12.01  - Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0  - $6,500 

4 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  One  entity  submitted 
annual  recurring  costs  of  $6,500.  The  other  entity  submitted  an  amount  of  $75,000,  with 
annual  recurring  cost  of  $1 5,000.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute 
the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  coiporate  casino  entity  which  submitted  $75,000,  the  fiscal 
note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicated  the  cost  to  be 
no  more  that  $6,500.  These  fiscal  amounts  are  to  purchase  additional  hardware  and 
software  for  existing  network  infrastructure  (Two-Factor  authentication  software). 

12.02  - Annual  Recurring  Cost:  $0  - $5,000 

4 of  6 casino  corporate  entities  submitted  a fiscal  amount  of  $0.  The  remaining  entities 
submitted  annual  recurring  costs  from  $0  to  $5,000. 

13.01  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  $45,000  of  annual  recurring 
cost.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one 
entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 casino  corporate  entities 
indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

13.02  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  $70,000  of  annual  recurring 
cost.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one 
entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 casino  corporate  entities 
indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

14.01  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  $25,000  of  annual  recurring 
cost.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one 
entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 casino  corporate  entities 
indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

16.01  - One-Time  Cost:  $25,000  - $50,000. 

4 of  6 corporate  casino  entities  submitted  fiscal  amount  from  $25,000  to  $50,000,  with  no 
annual  recurring  costs.  The  other  2 entities  provided  a fiscal  amount  of  $0,  which  in  the 
opinion  of  the  review  is  not  accurate.  These  two  entities  will  be  required  to  comply  with 
this  M1CS,  all  cost  will  be  payable  by  the  entity. 

17.05  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  31,250,  in  one-time 
costs,  with  no  recurring  costs  to  implement.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission 
to  refute  the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of 
the  6 casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 
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17.06  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  50,000,  in  one-time 
costs,  and  $5,000  in  recurring  costs.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute 
the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 
casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

17.07  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  50,000,  in  one-time 
costs,  and  $5,000  in  recurring  costs.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute 
the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 
casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

17.10  - This  rule  will  not  cost  a casino  corporate  entity  more  than  $500  in  the  aggregate. 
It  shall  be  pointed  out  however,  that  one  entity  estimated  the  cost  at  50,000,  in  one-time 
costs,  and  $5,000  in  recurring  costs.  While  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  refute 
the  fiscal  impact  by  the  one  entity,  the  fiscal  note  remains  minimal  because  5 of  the  6 
casino  corporate  entities  indicated  no  cost  to  implement. 

FISCAL  NOTE  OVERVIEW 


This  fiscal  note  represents  all  data  submitted  to  the  MGC  from  each  Missouri  corporate 
casino  entity.  MICS,  Ch.  S,  has  been  drafted  to  meet  existing  information  technology 
industry  standards,  such  as: 

1)  Gaming  Laboratories  International,  Inc.  (GLI)  - 27,  Gaming  Industry  Network 
Security  Best  Practices.  Please  note  that  GLI  is  the  MGC  licensed  independent 
testing  laboratory. 

2)  Payment  Card  Industry  (PCI) 

3)  National  Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology  (NIST) 

To  alleviate  the  initial  cost  to  comply  with  MICS,  Ch.  S,  the  MGC  has  allotted  three 
years,  from  the  date  Ch.  S is  formally  published  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  for  the  entities 
to  budget,  plan,  develop,  and  implement  any  necessary  changes. 


IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

All  referenced  quantitative  data  has  been  submitted  to  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
(MGC)  by  each  Missouri  licensee.  Each  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standard  (MICS), 
with  an  associated  fiscal  amount,  has  been  independently  referenced  within  the 
“WORKSHEET”  section  of  this  fiscal  note.  MICS  not  referenced  are  assumed  to  have 
zero  fiscal  impact  for  all  entities,  based  on  the  information  provided  to  the  MGC. 

Please  note  that  each  proposed  MICS,  Ch.  S,  applies  to  each  entity  differently.  Factors 
such  as  the  existing  Slot  Account  and  Casino  Management  System,  number  of  Electronic 
Gaming  Devices  (EGDs)  on  the  casino  floor,  and  existing  network  architecture  shall  be 
considered  and  independently  referenced. 
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Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

PROPOSED  RULE 

11  CSR  45-9.121  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards 
(MICS) — Chapter  U 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  establishes  the  internal  controls  for  Chapter  U 
of  the  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards. 

PUBLISHER ’S  NOTE:  The  secretary  of  state  has  determined  that 
the  publication  of  the  entire  text  of  the  material  which  is  incorporat- 
ed by  reference  as  a portion  of  this  rule  would  be  unduly  cumbersome 
or  expensive.  This  material  as  incorporated  by  reference  in  this  rule 
shall  be  maintained  by  the  agency  at  its  headquarters  and  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  public  for  inspection  and  copying  at  no  more 
than  the  actual  cost  of  reproduction.  This  note  applies  only  to  the  ref- 
erence material.  The  entire  text  of  the  rule  is  printed  here.  The 
Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards  may  also  be  accessed  at 
http:  //www.  mgc.  dps.  mo.  gov. 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  U— Cashless,  Promotional,  and  Bonusing 
Systems,  which  has  been  incorporated  by  reference  herein,  as  pub- 
lished by  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO 
Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  Chapter  U does  not  incorpo- 
rate any  subsequent  amendments  or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  com- 
mission on  September  29,  2010. 

AUTHORITY:  section  313.004,  RSMo  2000  and  sections  313.800  and 
313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Original  rule  filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  private  entities 
more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  PO  Box 
1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must 
be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled  for  January  5, 
2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission’s  Hearing 
Room,  341 7 Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

PROPOSED  RULE 

11  CSR  45-9.122  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards 
(MICS) — Chapter  V 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  establishes  the  internal  controls  for  Chapter  V 
of  the  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards. 

PUBLISHER ’S  NOTE:  Hie  secretary  of  state  has  determined  that  the 
publication  of  the  entire  text  of  the  material  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference  as  a portion  of  this  rule  would  be  unduly  cumbersome  or 


expensive.  This  material  as  incorporated  by  reference  in  this  rule 
shall  be  maintained  by  the  agency  at  its  headquarters  and  shall  be 
made  available  to  the  public  for  inspection  and  copying  at  no  more 
than  the  actual  cost  of  reproduction.  This  note  applies  only  to  the  ref- 
erence material.  Hie  entire  text  of  the  rule  is  printed  here.  The 
Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards  may  also  be  accessed  at 
http: //www.  mgc.  dps.  mo.gov. 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  V — Server-Supported  Game  Systems, 
which  has  been  incorporated  by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the 
Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  Chapter  V does  not  incorporate  any  sub- 
sequent amendments  or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on 
September  29,  2010. 

AUTHORITY:  section  313. 004,  RSMo  2000  and  sections  313. 800  and 
313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  Original  rule  filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  private  entities 
more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING  AND  NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COM- 
MENTS: Anyone  may  file  a statement  in  support  of  or  in  opposition 
to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission,  PO  Box 
1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102.  To  be  considered,  comments  must 
be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Missouri  Register.  A public  hearing  is  scheduled  for  January  5, 
2011,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission’s  Hearing 
Room,  341 7 Knipp  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 


Title  12— DEPARTMENT  OF  REVENUE 
Division  10 — Director  of  Revenue 
Chapter  41— General  Tax  Provisions 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

12  CSR  10-41.010  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest.  The  depart- 
ment proposes  to  amend  section  (1). 

PURPOSE:  Under  the  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest  (section 
32.065,  RSMo),  this  amendment  establishes  the  2011  annual  adjust- 
ed rate  of  interest  to  be  implemented  and  applied  on  taxes  remaining 
unpaid  during  calendar  year  2011. 

(1)  Pursuant  to  section  32.065,  RSMo,  the  director  of  revenue,  upon 
official  notice  of  the  average  predominant  prime  rate  quoted  by  com- 
mercial banks  to  large  businesses,  as  determined  and  reported  by  the 
Board  of  Governor/'/s  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  in  the  Federal 
Reserve  Statistical  Release  H.  15(519)  for  the  month  of  September  of 
each  year,  has  set  by  administrative  order  the  annual  adjusted  rate  of 
interest  to  be  paid  on  unpaid  amounts  of  taxes  during  the  succeeding 
calendar  year  as  follows: 

Rate  of  Interest 

Calendar  on  Unpaid  Amounts 

Year  of  Taxes 

1995  12% 

1996  9% 

1997  8% 

1998 


9% 
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1999 

8% 

2000 

8% 

2001 

10% 

2002 

6% 

2003 

5% 

2004 

4% 

2005 

5% 

2006 

7% 

2007 

8% 

2008 

8% 

2009 

5% 

2010 

3% 

2011 

3% 

AUTHORITY:  section  32.065,  RSMo  2000.  Emergency  rule  filed  Oct. 
13,  1982,  effective  Oct.  23,  1982,  expired  Feb.  19,  1983.  Original 
rule  filed  Nov.  5,  1982,  effective  Feb.  11,  1983.  For  intervening  his- 
tory, please  consult  the  Code  of  State  Regulations.  Emergency 
amendment  filed  Oct.  22,  2010,  effective  Jan.  1,  2011,  expires  June 
29,  2011.  Amended:  Filed  Oct.  22,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate.  This  proposed  amendment  will  result  in  no  change 
to  the  interest  rate  charged  on  delinquent  taxes  from  that  of  2010. 

PRIVATE  COST:  Tins  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  will  result  in  no  change  in  the  interest  rate  charged 
on  delinquent  taxes  from  that  of  2010.  The  actual  number  of  affected 
taxpayers  is  unknown.  See  detailed  fiscal  note  for  further  explana- 
tion. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Department  of  Revenue,  Legal  Sendees  Division,  PO  Box 
475,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65105-0475.  To  be  considered,  comments 
must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PUBLIC  COST 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 


Rule  Number  and  Name: 

12  CSR  10-41.010  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest 

Type  of  Rulemaking: 

Proposed  Amendment 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Affected  Agency  or  Political  Subdivision 

Estimated  Cost  of  Compliance  in  the  Aggregate 

Counties 

Because  the  201 1 interest  rate  imposed 
on  delinquent  taxes  will  be  at  the  same 
rate  imposed  in  2010,  the  aggregate 
impact  on  public  entities  will  be  less  than 
$500. 

Cities 

Special  Taxing  Districts 

III.  WORKSHEET 

The  proposed  amendment  sets  the  rate  of  interest  for  201 1 at  3%,  the  same  rate 
as  2010. 

The  future  amount  of  past  due  taxes  is  unknown.  Because  the  201 1 interest  rate 
imposed  on  delinquent  taxes  will  be  the  same  rate  imposed  in  2010,  there  will  be 
no  additional  fiscal  impact  for  public  entities. 


Current  Rule  - 3% 

Proposed  Amendment  - 3% 

Past  due  tax  amount 

■hhiomii 

$100.00 

Interest  amount 

3.00 

Total  Amount  Due 

$103.00 

$103.00 

IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

Under  Section  32.065,  RSMo,  the  director  of  revenue  is  mandated  to  establish 
an  annual  adjusted  rate  of  interest  based  upon  the  adjusted  prime  rate  charged 
by  banks  during  September  of  that  year  as  set  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  rounded  to  the  nearest  full  percentage. 
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FISCAL  NOTE 
PRIVATE  COST 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 


Rule  Number  and  Name: 

12  CSR  10-41.010  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest 

Type  of  Rulemaking: 

Proposed  Amendment 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Estimate  of  the  number 
of  entities  by  class 
which  would  likely  be 
affected  by  adoption  of 
the  proposed  rule 

Classification  by  types 
of  the  business  entities 
which  would  likely  be 
affected: 

Estimate  in  the  aggregate  as 
to  the  cost  of  compliance 
with  the  rule  by  the  affected 
entities: 

Any  taxpayer  with 
delinquent  tax. 

Any  taxpayer  with 
delinquent  tax. 

Because  the  2011  interest  rate 
imposed  on  delinquent  taxes 
will  be  at  the  same  rate 
imposed  in  2010,  the 
aggregate  impact  on  private 
entities  will  be  less  than  $500. 

III.  WORKSHEET 

The  proposed  amendment  sets  the  rate  of  interest  for  201 1 at  3%,  the  same  rate  as 
2010. 

The  future  amount  of  past  due  taxes  is  unknown.  Because  the  201 1 interest  rate 
imposed  on  delinquent  taxes  will  be  the  same  rate  imposed  in  2010,  there  will  be  no 
additional  cost  to  private  entities. 


Current  Rule  - 3% 

Proposed  Amendment  - 3% 

Past  due  tax  amount 

$100.00 

$100.00 

Interest  amount 

3.00 

3.00 

Total  Amount  Due 

$103.00 

$103.00 

IV.  ASSUMPTIONS 

Pursuant  to  Section  32.065,  RSMo,  the  director  of  revenue  is  mandated  to  establish  an 
annual  adjusted  rate  of  interest  based  upon  the  adjusted  prime  rate  charged  by  banks 
during  September  of  that  year  as  set  by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
rounded  to  the  nearest  full  percentage. 
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Title  16— RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 
Division  50 — The  County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund 
Chapter  2— Membership  and  Benefits 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

16  CSR  50-2.030  Eligibility  and  Participation.  The  board  is  amend- 
ing subsection  (4)(B). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  clarifies  service  credit  during  military 
service. 

(4)  A participant  shall  be  credited  with  hours  of  service  for  a calen- 
dar year  in  accordance  with  the  following  rules: 

(B)  Hours  will  be  credited  for  military  leave  based  on  the  partici- 
pant’s average  hours  paid  during  the  last  [six  (6)]  twelve  (12) 
months  worked  prior  to  such  leave; 

AUTHORITY:  section  50. 1032,  RSMo  2000.  Original  rule  filed  Oct. 
11,  1995,  effective  May  30,  1996.  Amended:  Filed  Dec.  9,  1997, 
effective  June  30,  1998.  Rescinded  and  readopted:  Filed  Sept.  29, 
2000,  effective  March  30,  2001.  Amended:  Filed  April  26,  2001, 
effective  Nov.  30,  2001.  Amended:  Filed  June  4,  2010,  effective  Dec. 
30,  2010.  Amended:  Filed  Aug.  30,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund,  2121  Schotthill  Woods  Drive, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65101.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  16— RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 
Division  50 — The  County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund 
Chapter  3— Creditable  Service 

PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

16  CSR  50-3.010  Creditable  Service.  The  board  is  amending  sec- 
tion (1). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  clarifies  the  treatment  of  medical  leave. 

(1)  General  Rule.  Creditable  service  means  a participant’s  period  of 
employment  as  an  employee,  including  the  participant’s  prior  ser- 
vice, except  as  provided  in  section  (2).  In  addition,  absences  for  sick- 
ness and  injury  of  less  than  twelve  (12)  months  shall  be  counted  as 
creditable  service/,  and  any].  For  this  purpose,  a participant  will 
be  deemed  to  be  absent  for  sickness  and  injury  only  to  the  extent 
certified  by  the  county  clerk  on  a form  provided  by  the  board  or 
its  designee  to  be  on  an  approved  leave  of  absence  for  medical 
reasons  under  the  written  policies  of  an  employer.  Any  periods  of 
service  in  a uniformed  service  (as  defined  in  section  414(u)  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  (Code))  shall  be  included  in  creditable  service 
to  the  extent  required  by  the  Uniformed  Services  Employment  and 
Reemployment  Rights  Act  of  1994.  A participant  (other  than  a part- 
time  or  seasonal  employee)  shall  receive  credit  for  one-twelfth  (1/12) 
of  a year  for  each  month  in  which  the  participant  earns  an  hour  of 
service.  Elective  or  appointive  county  officials  receive  one  (1)  year 
of  service  for  each  year  in  office.  A person  may  not  earn  more  than 
one  (1)  year  of  creditable  service  in  any  plan  year. 

AUTHORITY:  section  50. 1032,  RSMo  2000.  Original  rule  filed  Oct. 


11,  1995,  effective  May  30,  1996.  Rescinded  and  readopted:  Filed 
Sept.  29,  2000,  effective  March  30,  2001.  Amended:  Filed  Dec.  10, 
2002,  effective  June  30,  2003.  Amended:  Filed  Feb.  21,  2006,  effec- 
tive Sept.  30,  2006.  Amended:  Filed  Dec.  22,  2008,  effective  July  30, 
2009.  Amended:  Filed  June  4,  2010,  effective  Dec.  30,  2010. 
Amended:  Filed  Aug.  30,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund,  2121  Schotthill  Woods  Drive, 
Jefferson  City,  MO  65101.  To  be  considered,  comments  must  be 
received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is  scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  RULE 
20  CSR  2150-7.010  Definitions 

PURPOSE:  This  rule  defines  the  terms  used  in  Chapter  334,  RSMo. 

(1)  The  term  “families”  as  used  in  section  334.747.1,  RSMo,  shall 
mean  spouse,  parents,  grandparents,  great-grandparents,  children, 
grandchildren,  great-grandchildren,  brothers,  sisters,  aunts,  uncles, 
nephew,  nieces,  mother-in-law,  father-in-law,  brother-in-law,  sister- 
in-law,  daughter-in-law,  and  son-in-law.  Adopted  and  step  members 
are  also  included  in  this  definition. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  334.125,  334.736,  334.738,  and  334.743, 
RSMo  2000  and  sections  334. 735  and  334. 747,  RSMo  Supp.  2010. 
Original  rule  filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  state  agencies  or 
political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the 
aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  not  cost  private  entities 
more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri 
Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director,  PO  Box 
4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573)  751-3166, 
or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be  consid- 
ered, comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publi- 
cation of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 
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20  CSR  2150-7.100  Applicants  for  Licensure.  The  board  is  propos- 
ing to  delete  section  (4)  and  renumber  the  remaining  sections  accord- 
ingly. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  removes  the  requirement  for  physician 
assistants  to  provide  their  supervising  physician ’s  information  prior 
to  becoming  licensed  to  be  consistent  with  statute. 

[(4)  Applicants  shall,  upon  a form  provided  by  the  board, 
designate  any  and  all  physicians  who  will  serve  as  their 
supervising  physician.  A change  of  physician  supervision, 
for  any  reason,  must  be  submitted  to  the  board  within  fif- 
teen (15)  days  of  such  occurrence.] 

[(5)](4)  Applicants  shall  have  verification  of  passage  of  the  certify- 
ing examination  and  active  certification  submitted  to  the  board  from 
the  National  Commission  on  Certification  of  Physician  Assistants. 

[(6)](5)  Applicants  are  required  to  make  application  upon  forms  pre- 
pared by  the  board. 

[(7)](6)  No  application  will  be  considered  unless  fully  and  com- 
pletely made  out  on  the  specified  form  and  properly  attested. 

[(8)](1)  Applicants  shall  attach  to  the  application  a recent  unmount- 
ed photograph  not  larger  than  three  and  one-half  inches  by  five  inch- 
es (3  1/2"  x 5"). 

[(9) 7(8)  Applications  shall  be  sent  to  the  State  Board  of  Registration 
for  the  Healing  Arts,  PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102. 

[(10) 7(9)  Applicants  shall  submit  the  licensure  application  fee  in  the 
form  of  a cashier’s  check  or  money  order  drawn  on  or  through  a 
United  States  bank  made  payable  to  the  State  Board  of  Registration 
for  the  Healing  Arts.  Personal  checks  will  not  be  accepted. 

[(1 7/7(10)  Applicants  shall  have  verification  of  licensure,  registra- 
tion, and/or  certification  submitted  from  every  state  and/or  country 
in  which  the  applicants  have  ever  held  privileges  to  practice.  This 
verification  must  be  submitted  directly  from  the  licensing  agency  and 
include  the  type  of  license,  registration,  or  certification,  the  issue 
and  expiration  date,  and  information  concerning  any  disciplinary  or 
investigative  actions. 

[(1 2)]{IT)  Applicants  must  submit  a complete  curriculum  vitae  from 
high  school  graduation  to  the  date  of  application  submission.  This 
document  shall  include  the  name(s)  and  address(es)  of  all  employers 
and  supervisors,  dates  of  employment,  job  title,  and  all  professional 
and  nonprofessional  activities. 

[(1 3)] (12)  When  an  applicant  has  filed  an  application  and  an  appro- 
priate fee,  to  be  established  by  the  board  in  conjunction  with  the 
director  of  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration  for  licensure  and 
the  application  is  denied  by  the  board  or  subsequently  withdrawn  by 
the  applicant,  that  fee  will  be  retained  by  the  board  as  a service 
charge. 

[(14) 7(13)  The  board  may  require  the  applicant  to  make  a personal 
appearance  before  the  board  and/or  commission  prior  to  rendering  a 
final  decision  regarding  licensure. 

[(15) 7(14)  An  applicant  may  withdraw  an  application  for  licensure 
anytime  prior  to  the  board’s  vote  on  the  applicant’s  candidacy  for 
licensure. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  334.125,  334.738,  334.742,  and  334.743, 
RSMo  [Supp.  1999]  2000  and  section  334.735,  RSMo  Supp. 
2010.  This  rule  originally  filed  as  4 CSR  150-7.100.  Emergency  rule 


filed  Sept.  15,  1992,  effective  Sept.  25,  1992,  expired  Jan.  22,  1993. 
Original  rule  filed  April  2,  1992,  effective  Dec.  3,  1992.  Amended: 
Filed  Jan.  3,  1997,  effective  July  30,  1997.  Amended:  Filed  July  25, 
2000,  effective  Dec.  30,  2000.  Moved  to  20  CSR  2150-7.100,  effec- 
tive Aug.  28,  2006.  Amended:  Filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director, 
PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573) 
751-3166,  or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hear- 
ing is  scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

20  CSR  2150-7.125  Late  Registration  and  Reinstatement 
Applicants.  The  board  is  proposing  to  remove  section  (8)  and 
renumber  the  remaining  sections  accordingly. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  removes  the  requirement  for  physician 
assistants  to  provide  their  supervising  physician ’s  information  prior 
to  becoming  licensed  to  be  consistent  with  statute. 

[(8)  AH  applicants  shall,  upon  a form  provided  by  the  board, 
designate  any  and  all  physicians  who  will  serve  as  their 
supervising  physician.] 

[(9) 7(8)  Applicants  whose  license  has  been  revoked,  suspended,  or 
inactive  for  more  than  two  (2)  years  shall  submit  any  other  docu- 
mentation requested  by  the  board  necessary  to  verify  that  the  licensee 
is  competent  to  practice  and  is  knowledgeable  of  current  medical 
techniques,  procedures,  and  treatments,  as  evidenced  by  continuing 
education  hours,  reexamination,  or  other  applicable  documentation 
acceptable  and  approved  by  the  board  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  334.100.6,  RSMo. 

[(10)](9)  The  board  may  require  an  applicant  to  make  a personal 
appearance  before  the  board  and/or  commission  prior  to  rendering  a 
final  decision  regarding  license  renewal/reinstatement. 

[(11 ) 7(10)  An  applicant  may  withdraw  his/her  application  for  license 
anytime  prior  to  the  board's  vote  on  the  applicant’s  candidacy  for 
license  renewal/reinstatement. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  334.125,  334.738,  and  334.743,  RSMo 
[Supp.  1999]  2000  and  section  334. 735,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  This 
rule  originally  filed  as  4 CSR  150-7.125.  Emergency  rule  filed  Sept. 
15,  1992,  effective  Sept.  25,  1992,  expired  Jan.  22,  1993.  Original 
rule  filed  April  2,  1992,  effective  Dec.  3,  1992.  Amended:  Filed  Jan. 
3,  1997,  effective  July  30,  1997.  Amended:  Filed  July  25,  2000, 
effective  Dec.  30,  2000.  Moved  to  20  CSR  2150-7.125,  effective  Aug. 
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28,  2006.  Amended:  Filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director, 
PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573) 
751-3166,  or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hear- 
ing is  scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  RULE 

20  CSR  2150-7.130  Applicants  for  Certificate  of  Controlled 
Substance  Prescriptive  Authority 

PURPOSE:  Tltis  rule  sets  forth  the  process  for  physician  assistants 
to  receive  a certificate  of  controlled  substance  prescriptive  authority. 

(1)  Applicants  shall  make  application  on  a form  prepared  by  the 
board. 

(2)  Applicants  shall  submit  the  application  fee  as  stated  in  20  CSR 
2150-7.200. 

(3)  No  application  will  be  considered  unless  fully  and  completely 
made  out  on  the  specified  form  and  properly  attested.  All  application 
requirements  must  be  met  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  board. 

(4)  Applications  shall  be  sent  to  the  State  Board  of  Registration  for 
the  Healing  Arts,  PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102. 

(5)  Applicants  shall  file  with  the  board  a supervision  verification 
form,  signed  by  their  supervising  physician,  stating  that  the  super- 
vising physician  has  delegated  the  authority  to  prescribe  Schedule 
III,  IV,  or  V controlled  substances  to  the  physician  assistant.  The  del- 
egated authority  to  prescribe  shall  be  consistent  with  each  profes- 
sional’s education,  knowledge,  skill,  and  competence.  Any  limita- 
tions on  the  physician’s  or  physician  assistant’s  ability  to  prescribe 
shall  be  listed  on  the  supervision  verification  form. 

(6)  Applicants  shall  provide  an  affidavit  completed  by  their  super- 
vising physician  documenting  the  completion  of  at  least  one  hundred 
twenty  (120)  hours  in  a four  (4)-month  period  by  the  physician  assis- 
tant during  which  the  physician  assistant  practiced  with  the  super- 
vising physician  continuously  present. 

(7)  Applicants  shall  fulfill  the  requirements  of  either  subsection  (A) 
or  (B)  below— 

(A)  Proof,  in  the  form  of  educational  transcripts,  of  a course  or 
courses  with — 

1.  Advanced  pharmacological  content  in  a physician  assistant 
program  accredited  by  the  Accreditation  Review  Commission  on 


Education  for  the  Physician  Assistant  or  its  predecessor;  and 

2.  One  (1)  year  of  clinical  rotations  in  a program  accredited  by 
the  Accreditation  Review  Commission  on  Education  for  the 
Physician  Assistant  or  its  predecessor  agency;  or 

(B)  Fulfilling  both  requirements  from  paragraphs  1.  and  2. 
below— 

1 . Successful  completion  of  an  advanced  pharmacology  course 
which  includes  clinical  training  in  the  prescription  of  drugs,  medi- 
cine, and  therapeutic  devices  accredited  by  one  (1)  of  the  following — 

A.  Accreditation  Review  Commission  on  Education  for 
Physician  Assistants; 

B.  Liaison  Committee  on  Medical  Education  sponsored  by 
the  Association  of  American  Medical  Colleges  and  the  American 
Medical  Association; 

C.  American  Osteopathic  Association’s  Commission  on 
Osteopathic  College  Accreditation;  or 

D.  Accreditation  Council  for  Pharmacy  Education;  and 

2.  Proof,  in  the  form  of  educational  transcripts,  certifications, 
or  affidavits,  of— 

A.  Completion  of  one  (1)  year  of  clinical  rotations  in  a pro- 
gram accredited  by  the  Accreditation  Review  Commission  on 
Education  for  the  Physician  Assistant  or  its  predecessor  agency, 
which  includes  pharmacotherapeutics  as  a component  of  clinical 
training;  or 

B.  Completion  of  a minimum  of  three  hundred  (300)-clock 
hours  of  clinical  training  by  the  supervising  physician  in  the  pre- 
scription of  drugs,  medicines,  and  therapeutic  devices  and  proof  of 
completion  of  a minimum  of  one  (1)  year  of  supervised  clinical  prac- 
tice or  supervised  clinical  rotations. 

AUTHORITY:  sections  334.125,  337.736,  334.738,  and  334.743 
RSMo  2000  and  sections  334. 735  and  334. 747,  RSMo  Supp.  2010. 
Original  rule  filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  cost  state  agencies  or  polit- 
ical subdivisions  approximately  four  thousand  eight  hundred  and  two 
dollars  ($4,802)  annually  for  the  life  of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that 
the  costs  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation, 
and  are  expected  to  increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative 
Oversight  Committee. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  rule  will  cost  private  entities  approx- 
imately twenty-nine  thousand  seven  hundred  thirty-three  dollars 
($29, 733)  annually  for  the  life  of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
costs  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation,  and 
are  expected  to  increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative 
Oversight  Committee. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  rule  with  the  Missouri 
Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director,  PO  Box 
4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573)  751-3166, 
or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be  consid- 
ered, comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after  publi- 
cation of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hearing  is 
scheduled. 
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PUBLIC  ENTITY  FISCAL  NOTE 

I.  RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 
Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 
Chapter  7 - Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 

Proposed  Rule  - 20  CSR  2150-7.130  Applicants  for  Certificate  of  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive  Authority 

Prepared  November  1,  2010  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 


II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Affected  Agency  or  Political  Subdivision 

Estimated  Cost  of  Compliance 

State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing 

$4302.00 

Total  Annual  Cost  of  Compliance 

for  the  Life  of  the  Rule  $4,802.00 


III.  WORKSHEET 

The  Administrative  Office  Support  Assistant  reviews  the  application  for  completeness,  prepares  and  sends  follow-up  email  to  applicant.  The 
Executive  Director  approves  the  completed  application.  The  Administrative  Coordinator  issues  the  license  for  each  approved  application. 


STAFF 

ANNUAL 

SALARY 

SALARY  TO 
INCLUDE 
FRINGE 
BENEFIT 

HOURLY 

SALARY 

COST 

PER 

MINUTE 

TIME  PER 
APPLICATION 

COST  PER 
APPLICATION 

NUMBER  OF 
APPLICATIONS 

TOTAL 

COST 

Executive  Director 

$76,283.04 

$113,577.82 

$54.60 

$0.91 

3 minutes 

$2.73 

567 

$1,548.04 

Administrative 

Coordinator 

$56,530.56 

$27.18 

$0.45 

1 minute 

$0.45 

567 

$256.83 

Administrative  Office 

$28,596.00 

$42,576.58 

$20.47 

$0.34 

20  minutes 

$632 

567 

$388.92 

Total  Persona]  Services  Cost  $2,193.80 


Expense  and  Equipment  Dollars 


Item 

Cost  Per 
Item 

Number  of 
Items 

Total 

Application  Printing 

hm 

567 

$56.70 

Application  Envelope 

$2.00 

567 

$1,134.00 

Application  Postage 

567 

$1,417.50 

Total  Expense  and 

Equipment  $2,608.20 


IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1.  Figures  are  based  on  FY  09  actuals. 

2.  Employee’s  salaries  were  calculated  using  the  annual  salary  multiplied  by  48.89%  for  fringe  benefits  and  then  divided  by  2080  hours 
per  year  to  determine  the  hourly  salary.  The  hourly  salary  was  then  divided  by  60  minutes  to  determine  the  cost  per  minute.  The  cost 
per  minute  was  then  multiplied  by  the  amount  of  time  individual  staff  spent  on  the  processing  of  applications  or  renewals.  The  total 
cost  was  based  on  the  cost  per  application  multiplied  by  the  estimated  number  of  applications. 

3.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  total  cost  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation  and  is  expected  to  increase  at  the  rate 
projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight  Committee. 


NOTE:  The  public  fiscal  note  for  this  rule  only  reflects  the  cost  for  this  particular  process.  However,  private  entity  fees  are  set  at  an  amount 
to  cover  the  total  actual  cost  incurred  by  the  office,  which  includes  personal  service,  expense  and  equipment  and  transfers. 
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PRIVATE  ENTITY  FISCAL  NOTE 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 
Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 
Chapter  7 - Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 

Proposed  Rule  - 20  CSR  2150-7.130  Applicants  for  Certificate  of  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive  Authority 
Prepared  November  3,  2010  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


t 

Estimate  the  number  of  entities  by 
tlass  which  would  likely  be 
affected  by  the  adoption  of  the 
proposed  rule; 

Classification  by  type  of  the  business 
entities  which  would  likely  be  affected: 

Estimated  cost  of 
compliance  with  the 
rule  by  affected 
entities: 

567 

Applicants  for  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive 
Authority 

(application  fee  @ $50) 

$28,350 

567 

Applicants  for  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive 
Authority 
(postage  @ $0.44) 

$249 

567 

Applicants  for  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive 
Authority 
(notary  @ $2.00) 

$1,134 

IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1 . Figures  are  based  on  FY09  actuals. 

2.  The  application  fee  reported  in  this  fiscal  note  is  the  same  application  fee  referenced  in  fiscal  note  for  20  CSR 
2150-7.200  Applicants  for  Certificate  of  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive  Authority.  The  fiscal  notes  are  being 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  536.200  and  536.205,  RSMo.  Applicants  will  only  be  required 
to  pay  the  $50.00  application  fee  as  part  of  application  process  for  obtaining  a Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive 
Authority  Certificate. 

3.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  total  cost  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation  and  is  expected  to 
increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight  Committee. 
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Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

20  CSR  2150-7.135  Physician  Assistant  Supervision  Agreements. 

The  board  is  proposing  to  amend  sections  (2)  and  (4). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  requires  a physician  assistant  to  provide 
the  board  with  their  supervising  physician’s  name  and  practice 
address  (es)  prior  to  commencing  their  practice. 

(2)  No  physician  assistant  shall  practice  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
sections  334.735  through  334.748,  RSMo,  or  to  the  provisions  of 
this  rule  unless  licensed  and  pursuant  to  a written  physician  assistant 
supervision  agreement.  A physician  assistant  shall  not  practice 
until  informing  the  board,  in  writing,  of  the  supervising  physi- 
cian’s name  and  practice  address(es). 

AUTHORITY:  section  334. 735,  RSMo  Supp.  [2008]  2010.  This  rule 
originally  filed  as  4 CSR  150-7.135.  Original  rule  filed  Jan.  3,  1997, 
effective  July  30,  1997.  For  intervening  history,  please  consult  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations.  Amended:  Filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
approximately  one  dollar  and  thirty-two  cents  ($1.32)  biennially  for 
the  life  of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  costs  will  recur  for  the 
life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation,  and  are  expected  to  increase 
at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight  Committee. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  fde  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director, 
PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573) 
751-3166.  or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hear- 
ing is  scheduled. 
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PRIVATE  ENTITY  FISCAL  NOTE 

I.  RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 
Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 
Chapter  7 - Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 

Proposed  Amendment  - 20  CSR  2150-7.135  Physician  Assistant  Supervision  Agreements 
Prepared  November  1,  2010  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


First  Year  of  Implementation  of  Rule 


Estimate  the  number  of  entities  by  class 
which  would  likely  be  affected  by  the 
adoption  of  the  proposed  rule: 

Classification  by  type  of  the  business 
entities  which  would  likely  be  affected: 

Estimated  cost  of  compliance 
with  the  rule  by  affected 
entities: 

3 

Physician  Assistants  seeking  a 
Physician  Assistant  Supervision  Agreement 
(postage  @ $0.44) 

$1.32 

Estimated  Biennial  Cost  of 
Compliance  for  the  Life  of  the  Rule 

$1.32 

III.  WORKSHEET 

See  table  above. 


IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1.  The  above  figures  are  based  on  FY10  actuals. 

2.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  total  cost  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation  and  is 
expected  to  increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight  Committee. 
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Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

20  CSR  2150-7.136  Request  for  Waiver.  The  board  is  proposing  to 
amend  sections  (7)  and  (10),  add  a new  section  (11),  and  renumber 
the  remaining  section  accordingly. 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  modifies  the  existing  waiver  require- 
ments to  comply  with  Senate  Bill  296  (2009)  of  the  95th  General 
Assembly. 

(7)  Once  the  advisory  commission  and  the  board  approve  a waiver 
for  a physician-physician  assistant  team,  the  [waiver  will  remain  in 
effect  for  one  (1)  year  from  the  date  of  issuance.]  physician- 
physician  assistant  team  shall  only  be  required  to  seek  a renewal 
of  the  waiver  every  five  (5)  years  or  when  they  move  their  pri- 
mary location  more  than  ten  (10)  miles  from  the  location  shown 
on  the  waiver  application.  If  a waiver  has  been  granted  by  the 
Board  of  Healing  Arts  to  a physician-physician  assistant  team 
working  in  a rural  health  clinic  under  the  federal  Rural  Health 
Clinic  Services  Act,  P.L.  95-210,  as  amended,  no  additional  waiv- 
er shall  be  required,  so  long  as  the  rural  health  clinic  maintains 
its  status  as  a rural  health  clinic  under  such  federal  act,  and  such 
physician  assistant  and  supervising  physician  comply  with  feder- 
al supervision  requirements. 

(10)  The  board  may  refuse  to  issue  a waiver  to  a physician-physician 
assistant  team  if  either  applicant  has  previously  violated  the  terms  of 
a prior  waiver  granted  pursuant  to  section  334.735.2,  RSMo,  or  vio- 
lated any  section  of  Chapter  334,  RSMo. 

(11)  Within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  board’s  refusal  to  issue  a waiv- 
er, the  physician-physician  assistant  team  may  request  a hearing 
before  the  board  to  contest  the  refusal  to  issue  the  waiver.  After 
conducting  this  hearing,  the  board  shall  make  a finding  of  fact  to 
either  uphold  its  prior  refusal  or  to  issue  the  waiver. 

7(77)7(12)  The  Board  of  Healing  Arts  may  void  a current  waiver  after 
conducting  a hearing  and  upon  a finding  of  fact  that  the  physician- 
physician  assistant  team  has  failed  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  waiver. 

AUTHORITY:  section  334.125,  RSMo  2000  and  section  334.735, 
RSMo  Supp.  [2008]  2010.  Emergency  rule  fded  Oct.  19,  2007, 
effective  Oct.  29,  2007,  expired  April  25,  2008.  Original  rule  filed 
Oct.  19,  2007,  effective  May  30,  2008.  Amended:  Filed  April  3, 
2009,  effective  Sept.  30,  2009.  Amended:  Filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  Tins  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  fde  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director, 
PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573) 
751-3166,  or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hear- 
ing is  scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

20  CSR  2150-7.137  Waiver  Renewal.  The  board  is  proposing  to 
amend  section  (8)  and  add  a new  subsection  (10)(C). 

PURPOSE:  This  amendment  modifies  the  existing  waiver  renewal 
requirements  to  comply  with  Senate  Bill  296  (2009)  of  the  95th 
General  Assembly. 

(8)  Once  the  advisory  commission  and  the  board  approve  a request 
for  renewal  for  a physician-physician  assistant  team,  the  [waiver 
may  be  renewed  for  one  (1)  or  three  (3)  years.]  physician- 
physician  assistant  team  shall  only  be  required  to  seek  a renewal 
of  the  waiver  every  five  (5)  years  or  when  they  move  their  pri- 
mary location  more  than  ten  (10)  miles  from  the  location  shown 
on  the  waiver  application. 

(10)  The  Board  of  Healing  Arts  may  refuse  to  renew  a waiver  for  the 
following  reasons: 

(A)  The  applicants  fail  to  continue  to  meet  the  eligibility  require- 
ments pursuant  to  section  334.735.2,  RSMo7J; 

(B)  The  applicants  have  previously  failed  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  prior  waiver7.7;  and/or 

(C)  A member  of  the  physician-physician  assistant  team  has 
violated  Chapter  334,  RSMo. 

AUTHORITY:  section  334.125,  RSMo  2000  and  section  334.735, 
RSMo  Supp.  [2007]  2010.  Original  rule  filed  Oct.  19,  2007,  effec- 
tive May  30,  2008.  Amended:  Filed  May  9,  2008,  effective  Dec.  30, 
2008.  Amended:  Filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  state  agen- 
cies or  political  subdivisions  more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500) 
in  the  aggregate. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  not  cost  private  enti- 
ties more  than  five  hundred  dollars  ($500)  in  the  aggregate. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director, 
PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573) 
751-3166,  or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hear- 
ing is  scheduled. 


Title  20— DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE, 
FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL 
REGISTRATION 

Division  2150— State  Board  of  Registration  for  the 
Healing  Arts 

Chapter  7— Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
PROPOSED  AMENDMENT 

20  CSR  2150-7.200  Fees.  The  board  is  proposing  to  add  subsection 
d)(H). 
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PURPOSE:  This  amendment  adds  a one  (l)-time  fee  for  a certificate 
of  controlled  substance  prescriptive  authority. 

(1)  The  following  fees  are  established  by  the  Missouri  State  Board  of 
Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts  in  conjunction  with  the  director  of 
the  Division  of  Professional  Registration: 

(H)  Certificate  of  Controlled  Substance 

Prescriptive  Authority  Fee  $ 50.00 

AUTHORITY:  sections  334.125,  334.736,  334.738,  and  334.743, 
RSMo  Supp.  2000  and  section  334. 735,  RSMo  Supp.  2010.  This 
rule  originally  filed  as  4 CSR  150-7.200.  Emergency  rule  filed  Sept. 
15,  1992,  effective  Sept.  25,  1992,  expired  Jan.  22,  1993.  Original 
rule  filed  April  2,  1992,  effective  Dec.  3,  1992.  Amended:  Filed 
April  16,  1996,  effective  Nov.  30,  1996.  Amended:  Filed  July  25, 
2000,  effective  Dec.  30,  2000.  Amended:  Filed  April  30,  2002,  effec- 
tive Nov.  30,  2002.  Moved  to  20  CSR  2150-7.200,  effective  Aug.  28, 
2006.  Amended:  Filed  Nov.  1,  2010. 

PUBLIC  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  increase  re\>enue  for 
state  agencies  or  political  subdivisions  by  approximately  twenty-eight 
thousand  three  hundred  fifty  dollars  ($28, 350)  annually  for  the  life 
of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  costs  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the 
rule,  may  vary  with  inflation,  and  are  expected  to  increase  at  the  rate 
projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight  Committee. 

PRIVATE  COST:  This  proposed  amendment  will  cost  private  entities 
approximately  twenty-eight  thousand  three  hundred  fifty  dollars 
($28, 350)  annually  for  the  life  of  the  rule.  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
costs  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation,  and 
are  expected  to  increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative 
Oversight  Committee. 

NOTICE  TO  SUBMIT  COMMENTS:  Anyone  may  file  a statement  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  this  proposed  amendment  with  the 
Missouri  Board  of  Healing  Arts,  Tina  Steinman,  Executive  Director, 
PO  Box  4,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102,  by  faxing  comments  to  (573) 
751-3166,  or  by  emailing  comments  to  healingarts@pr.mo.gov.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Missouri  Register.  No  public  hear- 
ing is  scheduled. 
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PUBLIC  ENTITY  FISCAL  NOTE 


L RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 
Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 
Chapter  7 - Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
Proposed  Rule  - 20  CSR  2150-7.200  Fees 

Prepared  November  3, 2010  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


Affected  Agency  or  Political  Subdivision 

Estimated  Revenue 

State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 

$28,350 

1 " 

Total  Estimated  Annual  Revenue 
For  the  Life  of  the  Rule 


$28,350| 


III.  WORKSHEET 

See  Private  Entity  Fiscal  Note 

IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1.  The  total  revenue  is  based  on  the  cost  reflected  in  the  Private  Entity  Fiscal  Note  filed  with  this  rule. 


NOTE:  The  public  fiscal  note  for  this  rule  only  reflects  the  cost  for  this  particular  process.  However,  private 
entity  fees  are  set  at  an  amount  to  cover  the  total  actual  cost  incurred  by  the  office,  which  includes 
personal  service,  expense  and  equipment  and  transfers. 
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REVISED  PRIVATE  ENTITY  FISCAL  NOTE 


I.  RULE  NUMBER 

Title  20  - Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 
Division  2150  - State  Board  of  Registration  for  the  Healing  Arts 
Chapter  7 - Licensing  of  Physician  Assistants 
Proposed  Rule  - 20  CSR  2150-7.200  Fees 

Prepared  November  3, 2010  by  the  Division  of  Professional  Registration 

II.  SUMMARY  OF  FISCAL  IMPACT 


First  Year  of  Implementation  of  Rule 


Estimate  the  number  of  entities  by 
ciass  which  would  likely  be 
affected  by  the  adoption  of  the 
proposed  rule: 

Classification  by  type  of  the  business 
entities  which  would  likely  be  affected: 

Estimated  cost  of 
compliance  with  the 
rule  by  affected 
entities: 

567 

Applicants  for  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive 
Authority 

(application  fee  @ $50) 

$28,350 

Estimated  Annual  Cost  of 
Compliance  for  the  Life  of  the  Rule 

$28,350 

III.  WORKSHEET 

See  table  above. 


IV.  ASSUMPTION 

1.  Figures  are  based  on  FY09  actuals. 

2.  The  application  fee  is  also  reported  in  the  fiscal  note  accompanying  the  amendment  to  20  CSR  2 1 50-7 . 1 30  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sections  536.200  and  536.205,  RSMo.  The  Certificate  of  Controlled  Substance 
Prescriptive  Authority  Application  Fee  is  a one  time  fee  submitted  at  the  time  the  applicant  submits  the  application 
for  the  initial  Certificate  of  Controlled  Substance  Prescriptive  Authority  to  the  board  office. 

3.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  total  cost  will  recur  for  the  life  of  the  rule,  may  vary  with  inflation  and  is  expected  to 
increase  at  the  rate  projected  by  the  Legislative  Oversight  Committee. 

NOTE:  The  board  is  statutorily  obligated  to  enforce  and  administer  the  provisions  of  Chapter  334,  RSMo.  Pursuant  to  Section  326.3 19, 
RSMo.  the  board  shall  by  rule  and  regulation  set  the  amount  of  fees  authorized  by  Chapter  326,  RSMo  so  that  the  revenue 
produced  is  sufficient,  but  not  excessive,  to  cover  the  cost  and  expense  to  the  board  for  administering  the  provisions  of  Chapter 
326,  RSMo.  This  proposed  amendment  is  necessary  because  the  board's  projected  revenue  will  not  support  the  expenditures 
necessary  to  enforce  and  administer  the  provisions  of  Chapter  326,  RSMo,  which  will  result  in  an  endangerment  to  the  health, 
welfare,  and  safety  of  the  public. 
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This  section  will  contain  the  final  text  of  the  rules  proposed 
by  agencies.  The  order  of  rulemaking  is  required  to  con- 
tain a citation  to  the  legal  authority  upon  which  the  order  of 
rulemaking  is  based;  reference  to  the  date  and  page  or  pages 
where  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was  published  in 
the  Missouri  Register,  an  explanation  of  any  change  between 
the  text  of  the  rule  as  contained  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  the  text  of  the  rule  as  finally  adopted,  togeth- 
er with  the  reason  for  any  such  change;  and  the  full  text  of 
any  section  or  subsection  of  the  rule  as  adopted  which  has 
been  changed  from  that  contained  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  The  effective  date  of  the  rule  shall  be  not  less 
than  thirty  (30)  days  after  the  date  of  publication  of  the  revi- 
sion to  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

The  agency  is  also  required  to  make  a brief  summary  of 
the  general  nature  and  extent  of  comments  submitted  in 
support  of  or  opposition  to  the  proposed  rule  and  a concise 
summary  of  the  testimony  presented  at  the  hearing,  if  any, 
held  in  connection  with  the  rulemaking,  together  with  a con- 
cise summary  of  the  agency’s  findings  with  respect  to  the 
merits  of  any  such  testimony  or  comments  which  are 
opposed  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the  proposed  rule.  The  ninety 
(90)-day  period  during  which  an  agency  shall  file  its  order  of 
rulemaking  for  publication  in  the  Missouri  Register  begins 
either:  1)  after  the  hearing  on  the  proposed  rulemaking  is 
held;  or  2)  at  the  end  of  the  time  for  submission  of  comments 
to  the  agency.  During  this  period,  the  agency  shall  file  with 
the  secretary  of  state  the  order  of  rulemaking,  either  putting 
the  proposed  rule  into  effect,  with  or  without  further  changes, 
or  withdrawing  the  proposed  rule. 


3 CSR  10-6.535  Trout  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1401).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of 
the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  12— Wildlife  Code:  Special  Regulations  for 
Areas  Owned  by  Other  Entities 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 

3 CSR  10-12.110  Use  of  Boats  and  Motors  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1401-1402).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publica- 
tion in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  6— Wildlife  Code:  Sport  Fishing:  Seasons, 
Methods,  Limits 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 

3 CSR  10-6.505  Black  Bass  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1400-1401).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publica- 
tion in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  12— Wildlife  Code:  Special  Regulations  for 
Areas  Owned  by  Other  Entities 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 

3 CSR  10-12.115  Bullfrogs  and  Green  Frogs  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1402).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of 
the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  6— Wildlife  Code:  Sport  Fishing:  Seasons, 
Methods,  Limits 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  12— Wildlife  Code:  Special  Regulations  for 
Areas  Owned  by  Other  Entities 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 
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3 CSR  10-12.125  Hunting  and  Trapping  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1402-1403).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  12— Wildlife  Code:  Special  Regulations  for 
Areas  Owned  by  Other  Entities 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 

3 CSR  10-12.140  Fishing,  Daily  and  Possession  Limits 

is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1403-1404).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  12— Wildlife  Code:  Special  Regulations  for 
Areas  Owned  by  Other  Entities 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 

3 CSR  10-12.145  Fishing,  Length  Limits  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1404).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of 
the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  3— DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 
Division  10— Conservation  Commission 
Chapter  12— Wildlife  Code:  Special  Regulations  for 
Areas  Owned  by  Other  Entities 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Conservation  Commission  under  sec- 
tions 40  and  45  of  Art.  IV,  Mo.  Const.,  the  commission  amends  a 
rule  as  follows: 


3 CSR  10-12.155  Fishing,  Stone  Mill  Spring  Branch  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  October  1, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1405).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of 
the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  2— Income  Limitations 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-2.010  Adjusted  Gross  Income  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1 , 2010  (35  MoReg 
963).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  2— Income  Limitations 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-2.100  Income  Limitations  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  963-964).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  3— Approved  Mortgagor  of  Multiunit  Housing 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 
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4 CSR  170-3.010  Approved  Mortgagor  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35  MoReg 
964).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thir- 
ty (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  3— Requirements  for  Qualification  as  an 
Approved  Mortgagor  of  Multi-Family  Rental  Housing 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-3.100  Definitions  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  964).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effec- 
tive thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  3— Requirements  for  Qualification  as  an 
Approved  Mortgagor  of  Multi-Family  Rental  Housing 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-3.200  Approved  Mortgagor  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  964-965).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  4— Supervision  of  Mortgagors  and  Sponsors 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 


4 CSR  170-4.010  Financial  Reports  and  Limitations  on  Earnings 
is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35  MoReg 
965).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thir- 
ty (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  4— Supervision  of  Mortgagors 
ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-4.100  Definitions  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  965-966).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  4— Supervision  of  Mortgagors 
ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-4.200  Rules  and  Limitations  on  Earnings,  Dividends, 
and  Other  Distributions  by  Approved  Mortgagors  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  966).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effec- 
tive thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  4— Supervision  of  Mortgagors 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 
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4 CSR  170-4.300  Financial  Reporting  and  Compliance 
Requirements  for  Approved  Mortgagors  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  966-967).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.010  Definitions  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1 , 2010  (35  MoReg 
967-968).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so 
it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective 
thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.020  Preparation  of  Application  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1 , 2010  (35  MoReg 
968).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 


4 CSR  170-5.030  Application  and  Notification  Process 
is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1 , 2010  (35  MoReg 
968).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.040  Issuance  of  the  Tax  Credit  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1 , 2010  (35  MoReg 
968).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.050  Compliance  Requirements  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35  MoReg 
969).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 
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4 CSR  170-5.100  Introduction  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  969-970).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 
ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.200  Application  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  970-971).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.300  Approval  and  Reservation  Process  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  971).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effec- 
tive thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 


4 CSR  170-5.400  Issuance  of  the  Tax  Credit  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  971-973).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  5— Affordable  Housing  Assistance  Program 
ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-5.500  Compliance  Requirements  and  Recapture 

is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  973).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effec- 
tive thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  6— Missouri  Low  Income  Housing  Tax  Credit 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
rescinds  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-6.010  Criteria  for  Eligibility  Statement  is  rescinded. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  proposed  rescission 
was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35  MoReg 
973).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  proposed  rescission,  so  it  is 
not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rescission  becomes  effective  thir- 
ty (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  6— Missouri  Low  Income  Housing  Tax  Credit 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 
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4 CSR  170-6.100  Criteria  for  Eligibility  Statement  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  973-975).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  pro- 
posed rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes 
effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  4— DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 

Division  170 — Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission 

Chapter  6— Missouri  Low  Income  Housing  Tax  Credit 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Housing  Development 
Commission  under  section  215.030,  RSMo  2000,  the  commission 
adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

4 CSR  170-6.200  Additional  Missouri  Low  Income  Housing  Tax 
Credit  Requirements  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  1,  2010  (35 
MoReg  975).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effec- 
tive thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  9— DEPARTMENT  OF  MENTAL  HEALTH 
Division  30— Certification  Standards 
Chapter  4— Mental  Health  Programs 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Mental 
Health  under  section  630.050,  RSMo  Supp.  2010  and  sections 
630.655  and  632.050,  RSMo  2000,  the  director  amends  a rule  as  fol- 
lows: 

9 CSR  30-4.045  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  15,  2010 
(35  MoReg  1022).  The  section  with  changes  is  reprinted  here.  This 
proposed  amendment  becomes  effective  on  February  24,  2011. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  The  department  received  two  (2) 
comments  on  the  proposed  amendment. 

COMMENT  #1 : Andy  Greening  of  Preferred  Family  Healthcare  for- 
warded a comment  stating  that  the  rule  includes  language  indicating 
that  the  intensive  level  of  treatment  is  time-limited  and  should  be 
removed. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  staff  agrees 
with  the  comment  and  section  (1)  is  changed  accordingly. 

COMMENT  #2:  Virginia  Selleck  of  the  Department  of  Mental 
Health  also  recommended  that  the  proposed  amendment  language 
regarding  time  limitation  should  be  changed/qualified  by  the  phrase 


“according  to  the  needs  of  service  recipients”  to  better  describe  the 
level  of  support. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  staff  agrees 
with  the  comment  and  section  (1)  reflects  the  change. 

9 CSR  30-4.045  Intensive  Community  Psychiatric  Rehabilitation 

(1)  Intensive  Community  Psychiatric  Rehabilitation  (CPR).  A level  of 
support  designed  to  help  consumers  who  are  experiencing  a severe 
and  significant  psychiatric  condition,  alleviating  or  eliminating  the 
need  to  admit  them  into  a psychiatric  inpatient  setting.  It  is  a com- 
prehensive community-based  service,  according  to  the  needs  of  ser- 
vice recipients,  delivered  to  consumers  who  are  exhibiting  symptoms 
that  interfere  with  individual/family  life  in  a highly  disabling  man- 
ner. 


Title  10— DEPARTMENT  OF  NATURAL  RESOURCES 
Division  140 — Division  of  Energy 
Chapter  8— Certification  of  Renewable  Energy  and 
Renewable  Energy  Standard  Compliance  Account 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

Pursuant  to  sections  393.1025(5)  and  393.1030.4,  RSMo  Supp. 
2010,  the  Department  of  Natural  Resources  adopts  a rule  as  follows: 

10  CSR  140-8.010  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  July  15,  2010  (35 
MoReg  1022-1028).  Those  sections  with  changes  are  reprinted  here. 
This  proposed  rule  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publica- 
tion in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  public  hearing  was  held  on  this 
proposed  rule,  and  the  public  comment  period  ended  August  14, 
2010.  The  Department  of  Natural  Resources  (department)  received 
five  (5)  written  comments. 

COMMENT  #1:  Kansas  City  Power  & Light  and  KCP&L  Greater 
Missouri  Operations  (KCP&L  Companies) 

Question  1 : Mr.  Brad  Lutz  with  KCP&L  Companies  asked  whether 
new  sources  of  renewable  energy,  included  in  SB  795  passed  by  the 
Missouri  General  Assembly  and  signed  by  the  governor  on  July  9, 
2010,  should  be  included  in  the  definition  of  renewable  energy 
sources  defined  in  subsection  (2)(A)  of  the  proposed  rule. 
RESPONSE:  The  department  is  unable  to  incorporate  changes  result- 
ing from  new  legislation  betore  the  legislation  takes  effect.  The  pro- 
posed rule  was  filed  July  15,  2010;  the  effective  date  of  SB  795  was 
August  28,  2010.  Because  SB  795  was  not  in  effect  when  this  rule 
was  proposed,  the  department  is  unable  to  include  the  new  renewable 
energy  sources  approved  by  the  General  Assembly  in  SB  795.  Those 
changes  will  need  to  be  addressed  in  a separate  proposed  rulemaking 
subsequent  to  this  one. 

Question  2:  Mr.  Lutz  suggested  that  the  department  publish  a com- 
plete listing  “of  all  certified  renewable  sources”  in  the  Missouri 
Register  instead  of  just  new  types  of  renewable  energy  sources  certi- 
fied by  the  department  that  become  available  after  November  4, 
2008. 

RESPONSE:  Section  393.1025(5),  RSMo,  requires  that  only  new 
sources  of  energy  that  become  available  after  November  4,  2008,  are 
to  be  certified  by  the  department  by  rule.  Therefore,  only  new 
sources  of  renewable  energy  will  be  listed  in  the  Missouri  Register. 

Question  3:  Mr.  Lutz  requested  that  part  (4)(C)4.B.(I),  which  con- 
cerns an  electric  utility’s  failure  to  file  its  Annual  RES  Compliance 
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Report  with  the  department,  be  deleted. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  and  will  delete  part  (4)(C)4.B.(I)  and  renumber  the  remaining 
parts.  Electric  utilities  will  still  be  required  to  provide  the  department 
a copy  of  the  PSC  Compliance  Report  pursuant  to  commission  rule 
4 CSR  240-20.100(7);  however,  the  commission  has  adequate 
enforcement  remedies  that  it  can  pursue  for  failure  to  file  the  Annual 
RES  Compliance  Report. 

Question  4:  Mr.  Lutz  stated  support  for  Missouri  Energy 
Development  Association’s  (MEDA’s)  comments  (shown  later)  that 
subsection  (4)(A)  of  the  proposed  rule  allow  grandfathering  of 
renewable  electrical  generation  facilities  that  were  licensed  and  oper- 
ational prior  to  January  1,  2011,  as  meeting  certification  pursuant  to 
this  section  of  the  rule.  Additionally,  both  Mr.  Lutz  and  MEDA  sug- 
gest that  “small  scale  wind  and  solar  from  residential,  commercial, 
and  industrial  operations”  be  exempted  from  certification  require- 
ments “as  the  utilities  are  already  monitoring  these  installations  ...” 
RESPONSE:  The  department  cannot  mitigate  the  plain  language  of 
the  statute,  which  provides  for  the  department  to  “establish  . . .a  cer- 
tification process  for  electricity  generated  from  renewable  resources 
and  used  to  fulfill  the  requirements  of  subsection  1 of  this  section” 
(referring  to  the  renewable  energy  portfolio  requirements). 
Proposition  C did  not  exempt  any  facilities  from  the  department’s 
certification  process,  and  the  department  cannot  shirk  the  obligations 
placed  upon  it  by  the  voters  of  the  state.  There  is  no  provision  for 
grandfathering  existing  generating  facilities,  and  the  department  is 
aware  of  no  other  alternative  by  which  it  can  certify  the  “electricity 
generated”  from  facilities  that  are  not  certified  under  these  rules,  and 
no  means  for  a utility  to  “use”  electricity  generated  at  non-certified 
facilities  to  meet  the  portfolio  requirements.  While  the  utilities’  con- 
cerns are  understandable,  the  department  does  not  find  any  alterna- 
tive to  certifying  existing  facilities,  and  does  not  desire  to  expose  the 
utilities  to  being  prevented  from  counting  production  from  these 
facilities  toward  their  RES  portfolio  requirements.  The  same  ratio- 
nale applies  to  the  utilities’  suggestion  that  small  scale  wind  and  solar 
operations  be  exempted  from  certification.  The  statute  does  not 
grant  the  department  the  authority  to  exempt  facilities  from  certifi- 
cation, and  the  department  does  not  find  an  alternative  method  to 
certify  the  “electricity  generated”  from  small  scale  facilities  in  a 
manner  that  would  allow  the  utilities  to  count  the  electricity  generat- 
ed by  small  scale  wind  and  solar  facilities  toward  their  portfolio 
requirements. 

Question  5:  Mr.  Lutz  commented  that  rule  language  in  part 
(4)(C)4.A.(III)  should  define  best  practices  and  undue  impacts. 
RESPONSE:  The  enacting  legislation  is  silent  on  how  the  depart- 
ment is  to  establish  these  criteria.  The  department  has  consulted  with 
various  state  agencies  in  an  attempt  to  quantify  these  matters.  The 
department  has  determined  that  there  are  various  federal  regulations 
(e.g.,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  etc.)  and  state  programs  (e.g.,  Missouri  Departments  of 
Agriculture  and  Conservation)  that  restrict  agricultural  and  forestry 
land  uses  when  receiving  federal  or  state  funds.  These  restrictions 
require  that  certain  land  management  actions  occur  to  receive  fund- 
ing. Additionally,  the  department’s  Division  of  Environmental 
Quality  (DEQ)  has  programs  that  regulate  how  air,  land,  and  water 
resources  are  impacted  by  development.  These  programs  could 
potentially  come  into  play  if  air,  water,  and  land  resources  were 
adversely  impacted  by  the  installation  of  renewable  electric  genera- 
tion facilities.  The  department  will  rely  on  all  of  these  resources 
when  it  makes  its  determination  of  rule  compliance. 

COMMENT  #2:  Missouri  Energy  Development  Association 
(MEDA) 

Question  1:  Mr.  Warren  T.  Wood  with  MEDA  suggests  that  the 
phrase  "used  to  generate  electricity”  be  inserted  after  the  phrase 
“solar  thermal  sources”  in  paragraph  (2)(A)2. 


RESPONSE:  This  would  be  duplicative  as  subsection  (2)(A)  states 
that  electricity  must  be  generated  from  the  following  types  of  renew- 
able energy  sources  and  then  lists  solar  thermal  sources  as  one  of 
those  types. 

Question  2:  Mr.  Wood  stated  that  the  SB  795’s  new  renewable  ener- 
gy resources  (methane  from  agricultural  operations  and  energy  from 
thermal  polymerization  and/or  pyrolysis  utilizing  waste  materials) 
should  be  included  in  the  list  of  eligible  renewable  energy  resources 
in  the  rule. 

RESPONSE:  See  the  department’s  response  to  KCP&L  Companies’ 
Comment  #1,  Question  1 above. 

Question  3 : Mr.  Wood  proposes  that  a sixty  (60)-day  maximum  time 
frame  for  the  department  to  review  applications  for  certification 
should  be  added  to  section  (4). 

RESPONSE:  The  enacting  legislation  does  not  include  this  provi- 
sion. Therefore,  although  the  department  intends  to  process  applica- 
tions as  quickly  as  possible,  it  will  not  include  a deadline  for  pro- 
cessing applications  in  the  proposed  rule. 

Question  4:  Mr.  Wood  stated  that  applicants  that  are  not  investor 
owned  utilities  should  be  exempt  from  filing  an  Annual  RES 
Compliance  Report  under  part  (4)(C)3.D.(III). 

RESPONSE:  The  rule  language  specifically  states  that  only  electric 
utilities,  as  defined  in  subsection  (1)(C),  are  required  to  timely  file 
the  Annual  RES  Compliance  Report. 

Question  5:  Mr.  Wood  requests  that  part  (4)(C)4.B.(I).  be  deleted. 
RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  and  will  delete  the  reference  to  failure  to  file  report  as  a basis 
for  decertifying  a facility  in  part  (4)(C)4.B.(I)  and  renumber  the 
remaining  parts,  as  previously  stated  in  Comment  #1,  Question  3. 

Question  6:  Mr.  Wood  suggested  that  the  phrase  “and  energy  effi- 
ciency” be  deleted  from  the  last  sentence  of  subsection  (5)(B). 
RESPONSE:  The  proposed  rule  contains  the  exact  language  from 
section  393.1030(2),  RSMo,  and  will  remain  unchanged. 

COMMENT  #3:  AmerenUE 

Question  1:  Mr.  Thomas  M.  Byrne  with  AmerenUE  raised  the  issue 
of  clarifying  paragraph  (2)(A)2.  in  regard  to  the  requirement  for 
solar  thermal  sources  to  generate  electricity. 

RESPONSE:  This  would  be  duplicative  as  subsection  (2)(A)  requires 
the  generation  of  electricity  for  renewable  energy  resources  to  quali- 
fy as  Eligible  Renewable  Energy  Resources  listed  under  paragraphs 
* 2 )( A ) 1 . 9. 

Question  2:  Mr.  Byrne  stated  that  the  inclusion  of  the  word  “may” 
in  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (2)(A)8.  implies  the  possibility  that 
hydropower  improvements  would  not  qualify  as  renewable  energy 
resources. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  that  the  eligibility  of  hydropower  improvements  should  not  be 
qualified  with  the  word  "may”  and  will  delete  the  word  "may”  from 
the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (2)(A)8. 

Question  3:  Mr.  Byrne  also  submitted  comments  on  two  (2)  main 
issues  contained  in  section  (4)  Certification  of  Renewable  Energy 
Generation  Facilities  and  Environmental  Impact.  The  first  comment 
concerned  the  need  for  electric  generation  facilities  that  have  an 
inservice  date  prior  to  the  passage  of  initiative  petition  Proposition  C 
on  November  4,  2008,  to  be  certified  under  the  proposed  rule. 
AmerenUE  believes  these  facilities  should  be  "grandfathered  in.” 
The  second  comment  concerned  the  requirement  for  “small  facilities, 
under  100  kilowatts”  to  meet  certification  requirements  the  same  as 
electric  utilities. 

RESPONSE:  See  the  department’s  response  to  Mr.  Lutz  in  Comment 
# 1,  Question  4 above. 
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Question  4:  Mr.  Byrne  would  like  the  department  to  set  a deadline 
under  which  it  must  either  approve  a certification  application,  under 
section  (4),  within  sixty  (60)  days  or  have  the  application  be  deemed 
approved. 

RESPONSE:  The  enacting  legislation  does  not  include  this  provi- 
sion. Therefore,  although  the  department  intends  to  process  applica- 
tions as  quickly  as  possible,  it  will  not  include  a deadline  for  pro- 
cessing applications  in  the  proposed  rule. 

Question  5:  Mr.  Byrne  stated  that  part  (4)(C)4.B.(I)  should  be  clari- 
fied to  show  that  the  Annual  RES  Compliance  Report  applies  only  to 
electric  utilities. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  See  the  depart- 
ment’s responses  to  Comment  #1,  Question  3 and  Comment  #2, 
Question  5 in  which  the  department  agreed  to  delete  part 
(4)(C)4.B(I)  and  renumber  the  remaining  parts. 

Question  6:  Mr.  Byrne  stated  that  part  (4)(C)3.D.(III)  needs  clarifi- 
cation to  show  that  the  filing  of  the  Annual  RES  Compliance  Report 
is  applicable  to  only  electric  utilities. 

RESPONSE:  The  rule  language  specifically  states  that  only  electric 
utilities,  as  defined  in  subsection  (1)(C),  are  required  to  timely  file 
the  Annual  RES  Compliance  Report. 

COMMENT  #4:  Missouri  Forest  Resources  Advisory  Council 
(MoFRAC) 

Question  1:  Mr.  Scott  Brundage  with  MoFRAC  questions  why  the 
proposed  rule  does  not  specify  how  a renewable  energy  resource, 
defined  in  section  393.1025(5),  RSMo,  meets  the  criteria  of  being 
renewable.  Mr.  Brundage  then  gave  an  example  about  a hydropower 
facility  that  goes  dry. 

RESPONSE:  By  definition,  any  energy  source  defined  in  section 
393.1025(5),  RSMo,  is  a renewable  resource.  The  statute  does  not 
provide  that  any  renewable  criteria  must  be  met.  Mere  inclusion  in 
the  definition  under  section  393. 1025(5),  RSMo,  is  sufficient  to  clas- 
sify the  energy  source  as  a renewable  energy  resource.  A hydropow- 
er facility  is  a renewable  resource  by  definition,  regardless  of  its 
water  supply  level. 

Question  2:  Mr.  Brundage  questioned  if  the  proposed  rule,  part 
(2)(A)6.A.(I),  requires  sustainable  forestry  harvesting  practices,  as  it 
appears  to  require  for  agriculture  in  paragraph  (2)(A)3.  of  the  pro- 
posed rule. 

RESPONSE:  Paragraph  (2)(A)3.  of  the  proposed  rule  applies  to  both 
herbaceous  and  non-herbaceous  crops  as  it  regards  their  harvesting 
in  a sustainable  manner.  This  includes  forest  products. 

Question  3 : Mr.  Brundage  also  commented  on  the  lack  of  federal  and 
state  regulations  regarding  wood  harvesting  and  that  the  state’s 
forestry  best  management  practice  guidelines  are  voluntary  and,  thus, 
not  enforceable.  Additionally,  the  department  does  not  define  undue 
adverse  air,  water,  or  land  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  The  department  reiterates  its  position  as  previously 
stated  in  the  department’s  response  to  Mr.  Lutz  of  KCP&L 
Companies  Comment  #1,  Question  5. 

Question  4:  Mr.  Brundage  raised  concerns  about  the  harvesting  of 
woody  biomass  and  the  length  of  time  it  takes  harvesting  to  become 
carbon  neutral. 

RESPONSE:  The  enacting  legislation  does  not  require  that  the  har- 
vesting of  renewable  energy  resources  be  carbon  neutral.  The  depart- 
ment cannot  prohibit  the  gathering  of  forest  feedstocks  for  use  as  a 
renewable  energy  resource  because  it  is  clearly  authorized  under  sec- 
tion 393.1025(5),  RSMo. 

Question  5:  Mr.  Brundage  is  critical  of  the  proposed  rule  regarding 
what  he  believes  to  be  excessive  use  of  “self- verification”  by  the  elec- 
trical generating  facility  for  certification  purposes  and  states  that  the 


Missouri  Department  of  Conservation  should  act  as  a third-party 
evaluator  for  forest-related  harvesting  activities. 

RESPONSE:  The  requirement  that  a Missouri  professional  forester 
review  woody  biomass  electric  generating  facilities’  feedstock  acqui- 
sition methods  is  an  adequate  verification  criterion. 

Question  6:  Finally,  Mr.  Brundage  questions  if  the  proposed  rule 
allows  for  adequate  challenges  to  the  department’s  certification  of  a 
generating  facility. 

RESPONSE:  Paragraph  (4)(C)6.  of  the  proposed  rule  allows  the  pub- 
lic to  challenge  any  certification  approved  by  the  department.  All 
applications  and  supporting  documents,  as  well  as  the  department’s 
decisions  to  certify,  refuse  to  certify,  or  decertify  facilities,  shall  be 
public  records,  if  they  do  not  come  within  an  exception  to  the  Open 
Records/Sunshine  Law.  The  department  will  consider  challenges  to 
the  certification  of  a facility  or  requests  for  decertification  within  the 
scope  of  its  authority  under  the  statute. 

COMMENT  #5:  Renew  Missouri 

Question  1:  Mr.  Henry  B.  Robertson  with  Renew  Missouri  would 
like  the  department  to  add  the  definition  of  “renewable”  to  the  rule 
to  define  that  it  is  naturally  recurring  or  regenerated  over  a short  time 
scale  and  is  not  used  at  a rate  faster  than  the  rate  of  regeneration. 
RESPONSE:  The  department  cannot  redefine  or  modify  what  is 
already  defined  by  statute.  Inclusion  in  the  definition  of  “renewable 
energy  resources”  under  section  393.1025(5),  RSMo,  is  sufficient  to 
classify  the  energy  source  as  “renewable.” 

Question  2:  Mr.  Robertson  seeks  to  clarify  the  definition  of 
hydropower  by  striking  four  (4)  words,  “of  the  incremental  capacity,” 
from  the  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (2)(A)8. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  with  this  suggestion  to  strike  the  four  (4)  words  “of  the  incre- 
mental capacity”  in  the  last  sentence  of  this  paragraph. 

Question  3:  Mr.  Robertson  stated  that  “dead  and  downed  forest  prod- 
ucts” is  unnecessary  and  inappropriately  broadens  the  definition  of 
forest-related  resources  in  part  (2)(A)6.A.(I). 

RESPONSE:  The  department  included  these  items  to  clarify  the 
totality  of  what  are  considered  forest-related  resources  and  they  will 
remain  in  the  rule. 

Question  4:  Mr.  Robertson  made  several  comments  about  the 
“Certification  of  Renewable  Energy  Generation  Facilities  and 
Environmental  Impact”  in  section  (4).  Concerns  centered  around 
whether  or  not  a generation  facility  actually  has  to  file  an  application 
for  certification;  whether  the  test  should  be  “has  not  caused”  vs. 
“shall  not  cause”  undue  adverse  environmental  impacts;  whether  the 
rule  should  state  “will  obtain  and/or  maintain”  vs.  “has  obtained  and 
will  maintain  all  applicable  environmental  permits”;  lack  of  a spe- 
cific time  line  for  processing  certification  applications  (suggested 
thirty  (30)  days  to  review);  lack  of  an  appeal  process  in  case  of  cer- 
tification denial;  lack  of  a public  complaint  procedure;  and  lack  of  a 
requirement  for  certified  facilities  to  report  fuel  switching. 
RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  Renewable  ener- 
gy credits  (RECs)  can  only  be  generated  from  a facility  that  has  been 
certified.  If  a generating  facility  does  not  submit  an  application,  then 
any  RECs  that  would  be  generated  from  that  facility  will  not  be 
allowed  to  be  used  by  the  electric  utilities  to  meet  the  RES  portfolio 
standard.  No  change  to  the  rule  will  be  made.  The  department  agrees 
that  future  potential  undue  adverse  environmental  impacts  are  to  be 
considered  instead  of  just  past  adverse  impacts,  and  paragraph 
(4)(C)2.  will  be  revised  to  reflect  this.  The  proposed  language  regard- 
ing obtaining  and  maintaining  licensing  permits  is  clear  and  will  not 
be  changed.  The  statute  does  not  set  a time  line  for  the  department  to 
review  certification  applications,  and  the  department  will  not  establish 
one  by  rule.  The  department’s  Division  of  Energy  does  not  have  a 
“commission”  as  found  in  other  department  programs,  and  the  statute 
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does  not  provide  guidance  on  appealing  a Division  of  Energy  appli- 
cation decision,  and  it  would  be  beyond  the  scope  of  the  department’s 
authority  to  provide  it,  so  there  will  be  no  change  to  the  rule.  An 
approved  certification  is  only  for  the  specific  fuel  type  submitted  in 
the  application  and  a change  in  the  source  of  fuel  would  not  be  per- 
mitted under  the  certificate.  Fuel  changes  would  require  submission 
of  a new  application,  so  no  change  to  the  rule  will  be  made. 

Question  5 : Mr.  Robertson  offered  several  suggestions  related  to  bio- 
mass harvesting.  These  suggestions  consisted  primarily  of  sustain- 
able harvesting  guidelines  (similar  to  Mr.  Brundage’s  comments,  see 
Comment  #4),  third-party  certification  by  a Missouri  Master  Logger, 
best  practices  guidelines,  and  a suggestion  to  use  Delaware  stan- 
dards. 

RESPONSE:  These  concerns  have  been  addressed  in  Comment  #4, 
Question  2 above. 

Question  6:  Mr.  Robertson  suggested  that  the  words  “administration 
of”  be  struck  from  the  last  sentence  in  subsection  (5)(B). 
RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
will  remove  "administration  of”  from  the  proposed  rule. 

Question  7 : Mr.  Robertson  pointed  out  an  incorrect  statutory  refer- 
ence in  part  (4)(C)3.D.(V)  . 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  That  correction 
will  be  made  to  reflect  that  the  correct  statutory  reference  in  the  rule 
should  be  section  640.155,  RSMo,  and  not  section  641.155,  RSMo. 

10  CSR  140-8.010  Certification  of  Renewable  Energy  and 
Renewable  Energy  Standard  Compliance  Account 

(2)  Eligible  Renewable  Energy  Resources. 

(A)  Eligible  Renewable  Energy  Resources.  The  electricity  must  be 
derived  from  one  (1)  of  the  following  types  of  renewable  energy 
resources  or  technologies,  as  defined  in  section  393.1025(5),  RSMo: 

1.  Wind; 

2.  Solar  thermal  sources  or  solar  photovoltaic  cells  and  panels; 

3.  Dedicated  crops  grown  for  energy  production — herbaceous 
and  woody  crops  that  are  harvested  specifically  for  energy  produc- 
tion in  a sustainable  manner; 

4.  Cellulosic  agricultural  residues— organic  matter  remaining 
after  the  harvesting  and  processing  of  agricultural  crops.  They 
include — 

A.  Field  residues,  which  are  organic  materials  left  on  agri- 
cultural lands  after  the  crops  have  been  harvested,  such  as  stalks, 
stubble,  leaves,  and  seed  pods;  and 

B.  Process  residues,  which  are  organic  materials  left  after  the 
crops  have  been  processed  into  a usable  resource,  such  as  husks, 
seeds,  and  roots; 

5 . Plant  residues— the  residues  of  plants  that  would  be  convert- 
ed into  energy,  that  otherwise  would  be  waste  material; 

6.  Clean  and  untreated  wood — non-hazardous  wood  1)  that  has 
not  been  chemically  treated  with  chemical  preservatives  such  as  cre- 
osote, pentachlorophenol,  or  chromated  copper  arsenate;  and  2)  that 
does  not  contain  resins,  glues,  laminates,  paints,  preservatives,  or 
other  treatments  that  would  combust  or  off-gas,  or  mixed  with  any 
other  material  that  would  burn,  melt,  or  create  other  residue  aside 
from  wood  ash. 

A.  Eligible  clean  and  untreated  wood  may  include,  but  is  not 
necessarily  limited  to,  the  following  sources: 

(I)  Forest-related  resources,  such  as  pre-commercial  thin- 
nings waste,  slash  (tree  tops,  branches,  bark,  or  other  residue  left  on 
the  ground  after  logging  or  other  forestry  operations),  brush,  shrubs, 
stumps,  lumber  ends,  trimmings,  yard  waste,  dead  and  downed  for- 
est products,  and  small  diameter  forest  thinnings  (twelve  inches  (12") 
in  diameter  or  less); 

(II)  Non-chemically  treated  wood  and  paper  manufacturing 
waste,  such  as  bark,  trim  slabs,  scrap,  shavings,  sawdust,  sander 
dust,  and  pulverized  scraps; 


(III)  Vegetation  waste,  such  as  landscape  waste  or  right-of- 
way  trimmings; 

(IV)  Wood  chips,  pellets,  or  briquettes  derived  from  non- 
toxic and  unadulterated  wood  wastes  or  woody  energy  crops; 

(V)  Municipal  solid  waste,  construction  and  demolition 
waste,  urban  wood  waste,  and  other  similar  sources  only  if  wood 
wastes  are  segregated  from  other  solid  wastes  or  inorganic  wastes; 
and 

(VI)  Other  miscellaneous  waste,  such  as  waste  pellets,  pal- 
lets, crates,  dunnage,  scrap  wood,  tree  debris  left  after  a natural  cat- 
astrophe, and  recycled  paper  fibers  that  are  no  longer  suitable  for 
recycled  paper  production. 

B.  Ineligible  clean  and  untreated  wood  may  include,  but  is  not 
necessarily  limited  to,  the  following  sources: 

(I)  Post-consumer  wastepaper; 

(II)  Wood  from  old  growth  forests  (one  hundred  fifty  (150) 
years  old  or  older);  and 

(III)  Unsegregated  solid  waste; 

7.  Methane  from  landfills  or  from  wastewater  treatment. 
Wastewater  treatment  is  defined  as  physical,  chemical,  biological, 
and  mechanical  procedures  applied  to  an  industrial  or  municipal  dis- 
charge or  to  any  other  sources  of  contaminated  water  to  remove, 
reduce,  or  neutralize  contaminants; 

8.  Hydropower,  not  including  pumped  storage,  that  does  not 
require  a new  diversion  or  impoundment  of  water  and  that  each  gen- 
erator has  a nameplate  rating  of  ten  megawatts  (10  MW)  or  less.  If 
an  improvement  to  an  existing  hydropower  facility  does  not  require  a 
new  diversion  or  impoundment  of  water  and  incrementally  increases 
the  nameplate  rating  of  each  generator,  up  to  ten  megawatts  (10  MW) 
per  generator,  the  improvement  qualifies  as  an  eligible  renewable 
energy  resource; 

9.  Fuel  cells  using  hydrogen  produced  by  one  (1)  of  the  above- 
named  renewable  energy  resources.  RECs  based  on  generating  elec- 
tricity in  fuel  cells  from  hydrogen  derived  from  an  eligible  energy 
resource  are  eligible  for  compliance  purposes  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  energy  used  to  generate  the  hydrogen  did  not  create  RECs;  or 

10.  Other  sources  of  energy,  not  including  nuclear,  that  may 
become  available  after  November  4,  2008,  and  are  certified  as  eligi- 
ble renewable  energy  resources  as  provided  in  section  (3)  of  this  rule. 

(4)  Certification  of  Renewable  Energy  Generation  Facilities  and 
Environmental  Impact. 

(C)  Certification  Review  Process. 

1 . Certification  reviews  will  be  conducted  by  the  department  for 
renewable  energy  generation  facilities  upon  application. 

2.  The  certification  review  shall  consider  the  eligibility  of  ener- 
gy sources  used  by  the  facility  to  generate  electricity.  A determina- 
tion will  be  made  by  the  department  as  to  whether  the  generation  has 
caused  or  will  cause  undue  adverse  air,  water,  or  land  use  impacts, 
including  impacts  associated  with  the  gathering  of  generation  feed- 
stocks. 

3.  The  certification  review  process  may  be  initiated  by  an  elec- 
tric utility  or  by  a facility  by  submitting  an  application  for  certifica- 
tion to  the  department.  The  department  shall  consider  all  such  appli- 
cations for  certification  and  shall  conduct  a certification  review 
process  in  response  to  all  properly  completed  petitions.  An  applica- 
tion for  certification  must  include: 

A.  A detailed  technical  description  of  energy  sources,  includ- 
ing fuel  type,  technology,  and  expected  operating  specifications,  used 
by  the  facility  to  generate  electricity  and  their  conformity  with  the 
eligible  renewable  energy  resources  listed  in  section  (2)  and  addi- 
tional renewable  energy  resources  certified  by  the  department  pur- 
suant to  section  (3); 

B.  If  any  amount  of  fossil  fuel  is  used  in  the  generation 
process,  a description  of  agreements  or  systems  in  place  that  assure 
sufficient  data  will  be  available  to  determine  the  portion  of  electrical 
output  attributable  to  only  the  renewable  energy  resource; 

C.  An  assessment  of  the  facility’s  air,  water,  or  land  use 
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impacts,  including  impacts  associated  with  the  gathering  of  genera- 
tion feedstocks.  An  assessment  shall  include,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
demonstrating  compliance  with  permits  and  agricultural  and  forestry 
best  management  practices,  such  as  the  “Missouri  Woody  Biomass 
Harvesting — Best  Management  Practices  Manual”  guidelines  pub- 
lished by  the  Missouri  Department  of  Conservation,  found  online  at: 
http://mdc4.mdc.mo.gov/Documents/18043.pdf,  if  applicable,  and 
verification  of  compliance  from  a Missouri  professional  forester,  if 
applicable.  This  assessment  shall  also  include  information  concern- 
ing any  applications  for  approvals  or  permits,  or  reviews  or  investi- 
gations by  governmental  entities  with  regard  to  environmental 
impacts; 

D.  The  application  for  certification  shall  also  state  the  fol- 
lowing: 

(I)  That  the  electric  utility  or  facility  will  obtain  and/or 
maintain  all  applicable  environmental  permits  required  by  the  depart- 
ment; 

(II)  That  the  facility  is  and  will  remain  in  substantial  com- 
pliance with  all  federal  and  state  air,  water,  and  land  environmental 
laws,  regulations,  and  rules,  and  that  the  applicant  will  report  to  the 
department  any  instance  in  which  the  applicant  or  any  member  of  its 
board  of  directors  or  principals  is  determined  by  any  administrative 
agency  or  any  court  in  connection  with  any  judicial  proceeding  to  be 
in  noncompliance  with  any  federal  or  state  air,  water,  and  land  envi- 
ronmental laws,  regulations,  and  rules,  such  report  to  be  submitted 
within  ten  (10)  working  days  following  such  determination; 

(III)  That  the  electric  utility  applicant  will  timely  file  its 
Annual  RES  Compliance  Report  with  the  commission  pursuant  to 
section  393.1030.2(3),  RSMo; 

(IV)  That  the  utility  will  submit  additional  information  that 
the  department  may  require  for  its  review  of  the  facility’s  energy 
sources  and  environmental  impact  with  appropriate  provision  for 
confidentiality  of  sensitive  information;  i.e.,  protection  of  energy 
information  pursuant  to  section  640.155,  RSMo; 

(V)  That  contracts  for  the  acquisition  of  renewable  energy 
resources  shall  provide  for  release  of  information  to  the  department 
with  appropriate  provision  for  confidential  treatment  of  any  sensitive 
information,  such  as  pursuant  to  section  640.155,  RSMo;  and 

(VI)  To  grant  or  obtain  for  the  department  access  to  facili- 
ty sites  and  records  for  the  purpose  of  verifying  statements  made  in 
the  petition;  and 

E.  A statement  signed  by  a designated  official  of  the  electric 
utility  or  renewable  energy  generation  facility  attesting  that  “I  have 
personally  examined  the  information  submitted  herein  by  [name  of 
electric  utility  or  renewable  energy  generation  facility],  I attest  that 
this  information  is  accurate  and  complete  and  that  I am  authorized  to 
make  this  statement  on  behalf  of  [name  of  utility  or  facility] . ” 

4.  On  completion  of  its  review,  the  department  shall  certify  the 
facility  if  all  requirements  herein  have  been  met.  The  department  may 
deny  certifying  the  facility  if  those  requirements  are  not  met  or  for 
reasons  stated  in  subparagraph  (4)(C)4.A.  The  department  may 
revoke  certification  as  provided  in  subparagraph  (4)(C)4.B. 

A.  The  department  may  deny  certification  if  the  application  is 
deficient  or  if  the  department  finds— 

(I)  That  the  energy  sources  and  technologies  used  to  gen- 
erate electricity  are  not  eligible  renewable  energy  resources  as  set 
forth  in  section  (2)  or  additional  renewable  energy  resources  certified 
by  the  department  pursuant  to  section  (3);  or 

(II)  That  the  facility  has  significant  and  unresolved  viola- 
tions of  existing  federal  or  state  air,  water,  or  land  environmental  reg- 
ulations; or 

(III)  That  the  facility  has  not  adhered  to  forestry  or  agri- 
cultural best  management  practices  consequently  resulting  in  undue 
adverse  air,  water,  or  land  use  impacts,  and  that  agreement  cannot  be 
reached  on  actions  that  the  utility  or  generation  facility  will  under- 
take that  are  sufficient  to  offset  or  mitigate  the  adverse  impacts. 

B.  Any  of  the  following  actions  may  result  in  revocation  of 
certification  as  an  eligible  renewable  energy  generation  facility: 


(I)  Falsification  of  or  failure  to  disclose  any  required  infor- 
mation in  the  application  for  certification; 

(II)  Failure  to  remain  in  substantial  compliance  with  all 
federal  and  state  laws,  regulations,  and  rules  for  the  protection  of  the 
environment; 

(III)  A significant  increase  in  adverse  environmental 
impacts  resulting  from  electric  generation  at  the  renewable  energy 
generation  facility; 

(IV)  Failure  to  disclose  information  on  a confidential  basis 
that  is  essential  for  verifying  the  facility’s  compliance  with  require- 
ments for  certification  as  an  eligible  renewable  generation  facility; 

(V)  Re-marketing  or  reselling  of  REC(s)  after  it  has  been 
sold  to  an  electric  utility;  or 

(VI)  Failure  to  obtain  and/or  maintain  all  applicable  envi- 
ronmental permits  required  by  the  department. 

5.  A renewable  energy  generation  facility  which  is  denied  certi- 
fication or  whose  certification  is  revoked  by  the  department  shall  not 
be  eligible  for  use  to  meet  the  Renewable  Energy  Standard  require- 
ments in  section  393.1030,  RSMo,  until  such  time  as  the  facility  has 
been  certified  or  recertified  by  the  department. 

6.  The  public  may  file  a complaint  asking  the  department  to 
conduct  a revocation  review  of  a certified  renewable  energy  genera- 
tion facility.  The  complaint  must  list  alleged  violation(s)  by  the  facil- 
ity, the  facility’s  name,  date  of  violation(s),  types  of  violation(s),  and 
the  address  of  the  facility. 

(5)  Renewable  Energy  Standard  Compliance  Account. 

(B)  Funds  remitted  to  the  department  as  a result  of  utilities’  failure 
to  comply  with  the  Renewable  Energy  Standard  as  provided  in  sub- 
section 393.1030.2.(2),  RSMo,  shall  be  deposited  into  the  compli- 
ance account  and  shall  be  used  to  purchase  a sufficient  number  of 
renewable  energy  credits  to  offset  the  deficit  in  RECs.  Funds  deposit- 
ed in  the  compliance  account  in  excess  of  the  funds  required  for  the 
purchase  of  RECs  to  offset  the  deficit  in  RECs  shall  be  used  by  the 
department  solely  for  renewable  energy  and  energy  efficiency  pro- 
jects. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  1— Organization  and  Administration 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission  under 
section  313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010,  the  commission  amends  a rule 
as  follows: 

11  CSR  45-1.010  Organization  and  Administration  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1095-1096).  No  changes  have  been  made  to  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations. 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  A public  hearing  was  held  on  this 
proposed  amendment  on  September  8,  2010,  and  the  public  comment 
period  ended  on  September  1,  2010.  No  comments  were  received. 
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By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission  (MGC) 
under  section  313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010,  the  commission  adopts  a 
rule  as  follows: 

11  CSR  45-9.113  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2,  2010  (35 
MoReg  1096-1097).  Changes  have  been  made  to  the  Minimum 
Internal  Control  Standards  (MICS)  as  incorporated  by  reference  in 
Chapter  M,  and  those  changes  are  explained  in  the  comments  below. 
Changes  have  been  made  to  the  text  of  the  proposed  rule,  so  it  is 
reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days 
after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  A public  hearing  was  held  on  this 
proposed  rule  on  September  8,  2010,  and  the  public  comment  peri- 
od ended  on  September  1,  2010.  Written  comments  were  received 
from  the  Missouri  Gaming  Association  (MGA). 

COMMENT  #1:  MGA  requested  a change  to  MICS,  Chapter  M, 
section  4.04  to  allow  for  the  supervisor  on  duty  to  also  be  able  to 
review  surveillance  footage. 

RESPONSE:  MGC  does  not  want  front-line  supervisors  reviewing 
surveillance  recordings.  This  review  should  be  limited  to  manage- 
ment personnel.  A casino  shift  manager  on  duty  can  review  coverage 
when  department  managers  are  not  present.  No  change  will  be  made 
to  the  rule. 

COMMENT  #2:  MGA  requested  a change  to  MICS,  Chapter  M, 
section  5.01(C)(10)  to  remove  the  requirement  for  surveillance  per- 
sonnel to  log  in  and  log  out  on  the  Surveillance  Shift  Log  each  time 
when  entering  and  exiting  the  surveillance  room. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  This  require- 
ment is  further  clarifying  11  CSR  45-7.070.  The  commission  will 
revise  MICS,  Chapter  M,  section  5.01(C)(10)  to  exclude  logging  of 
surveillance  and  MGC  personnel  entering  and  exiting  the  surveil- 
lance room  except  for  surveillance  personnel  at  the  beginning  and 
ending  of  their  shift  which  is  now  required  by  section  5.01(C)(11). 

11  CSR  45-9.113  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards — 
Chapter  M 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  M-Surveillance,  which  has  been  incor- 
porated by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the  Missouri  Gaming 
Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102.  Chapter  M does  not  incorporate  any  subsequent  amendments 
or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on  September  29,  2010. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission  (MGC) 
under  section  313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010,  the  commission  adopts  a 
rule  as  follows: 

11  CSR  45-9.114  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2,  2010  (35 
MoReg  1098).  Changes  have  been  made  to  the  Minimum  Internal 


Control  Standards  (MICS)  as  incorporated  by  reference  in  Chapter 
N,  and  those  changes  are  explained  in  the  comments  below.  Changes 
have  been  made  to  the  text  of  the  proposed  rule,  so  it  is  reprinted 
here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  pub- 
lication in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  A public  hearing  was  held  on  this 
proposed  rule  on  September  8,  2010,  and  the  public  comment  peri- 
od ended  on  September  1,  2010.  Written  comments  were  received 
from  the  Missouri  Gaming  Association  (MGA). 

COMMENT  #1:  MGA  requested  an  additional  phrase  be  added  at 
the  beginning  of  MICS,  Chapter  N,  section  4.04  to  read— “Using  a 
method  detailed  in  their  internal  controls  ...”  MGA  believes  adding 
this  new  phrase  will  allow  each  licensee  to  detail  in  their  internal 
controls  how  they  intend  to  comply  with  this  requirement. 
RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  MGC  will 
reword  the  section  as  requested. 

COMMENT  #2:  MGA  noted  some  of  the  same  information  as  sub- 
mitted by  licensees  in  the  Emergency  Action  Plan  appears  to  also  be 
required  in  MICS,  Chapter  N,  section  5.01.  MGA  questions  why  it 
is  necessary  to  restate  information  in  the  internal  controls  if  it  can  be 
found  in  the  Emergency  Action  Plan. 

RESPONSE:  MICS,  Chapter  N,  section  5.01  requires  the  proce- 
dures for  the  role  security  plays  in  the  activities  and  events  listed  in 
MICS,  Chapter  N,  section  5.01  to  secure  public  safety  and  to  pro- 
tect assets.  No  changes  will  be  made  as  a result  of  this  comment. 

11  CSR  45-9.114  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards — 
Chapter  N 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  N-Security,  which  has  been  incorporated 
by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the  Missouri  Gaming 
Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102.  Chapter  N does  not  incorporate  any  subsequent  amendments 
or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on  September  29,  2010. 


Title  11— DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 
Division  45 — Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
Chapter  9— Internal  Control  System 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Missouri  Gaming  Commission  under 
section  313.805,  RSMo  Supp.  2010,  the  commission  adopts  a rule  as 
follows: 

11  CSR  45-9.118  is  adopted. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
rule  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2,  2010  (35 
MoReg  1098-1099).  Changes  have  been  made  to  the  Minimum 
Internal  Control  Standards  (MICS)  as  incorporated  by  reference  in 
Chapter  R,  and  those  changes  are  explained  in  the  comment  below. 
Changes  have  been  made  to  the  text  of  the  proposed  rule,  so  it  is 
reprinted  here.  This  proposed  rule  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days 
after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  A public  hearing  was  held  on  this 
proposed  rule  on  September  8,  2010,  and  the  public  comment  peri- 
od ended  on  September  1,  2010.  One  (1)  staff  comment  was 
received. 
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COMMENT:  A staff  member  suggested  a revision  to  Minimum 
Internal  Control  Standards  (MICS),  Chapter  R,  section  7.01(FF)7)  to 
remove  the  requirement  to  have  a surveillance  agent  sign  each  log 
entry. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  A variance,  cur- 
rently in  effect,  allows  the  name  and  Missouri  Gaming  Commission 
(MGC)  license  number  of  the  surveillance  agent  in  place  of  the  sig- 
nature of  the  surveillance  agent.  MICS,  Chapter  R,  section 
7.01(FF)7)  will  be  revised  to  reflect  the  change  allowed  by  the  vari- 
ance. 

11  CSR  45-9.118  Minimum  Internal  Control  Standards — 
Chapter  R 

(1)  The  commission  shall  adopt  and  publish  minimum  standards  for 
internal  control  procedures  that  in  the  commission’s  opinion  satisfy 
11  CSR  45-9.020,  as  set  forth  in  Minimum  Internal  Control 
Standards  (MICS)  Chapter  R-Forms,  which  has  been  incorporated 
by  reference  herein,  as  published  by  the  Missouri  Gaming 
Commission,  3417  Knipp  Dr.,  PO  Box  1847,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65102.  Chapter  R does  not  incorporate  any  subsequent  amendments 
or  additions  as  adopted  by  the  commission  on  September  29,  2010. 


Title  13— DEPARTMENT  OF  SOCIAL  SERVICES 
Division  70 — MO  HealthNet  Division 
Chapter  15— Hospital  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  MO  HealthNet  Division  under  sections 
208.152,  208.153,  208.201,  and  208.471,  RSMo  Supp.  2010,  the 
division  amends  a rule  as  follows: 

13  CSR  70-15.010  Inpatient  Hospital  Services  Reimbursement 
Plan;  Outpatient  Hospital  Services  Reimbursement  Methodology 

is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2,  2010 
(35  MoReg  1108-1110).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text  of  the 
proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  proposed 
amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title  13— DEPARTMENT  OF  SOCIAL  SERVICES 
Division  70 — MO  HealthNet  Division 
Chapter  15— Hospital  Program 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  MO  HealthNet  Division  under  sections 
208.201  and  208.453,  RSMo  Supp.  2010  and  section  208.455, 
RSMo  2000,  the  division  amends  a rule  as  follows: 

13  CSR  70-15.110  Federal  Reimbursement  Allowance  (FRA) 

is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1111-1113).  No  changes  have  been  made  in  the  text 
of  the  proposed  amendment,  so  it  is  not  reprinted  here.  This  pro- 
posed amendment  becomes  effective  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication 
in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 


SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  No  comments  were  received. 


Title— 19  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
SENIOR  SERVICES 

Division  30 — Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 
Chapter  1— Controlled  Substances 

ORDER  OF  RULEMAKING 

By  the  authority  vested  in  the  Department  of  Health  and  Senior 
Services  under  sections  195.017  and  195.417,  RSMo  Supp.  2010, 
and  sections  195.030,  195.050,  and  195.195,  RSMo  2000,  the 
department  amends  a rule  as  follows: 

19  CSR  30-1.074  is  amended. 

A notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  containing  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  was  published  in  the  Missouri  Register  on  August  2, 
2010  (35  MoReg  1116-1123).  Those  sections  with  changes  are 
reprinted  here.  This  proposed  amendment  becomes  effective  thirty 
(30)  days  after  publication  in  the  Code  of  State  Regulations . 

SUMMARY  OF  COMMENTS:  The  Department  of  Health  and 
Senior  Services  received  one  (1)  letter  from  the  National  Association 
of  Chain  Drug  Stores  that  contained  four  (4)  comments  on  the  pro- 
posed amendment. 

COMMENT  #1:  The  definition  “valid  photo  identification”  in  sub- 
section (1)(C)  should  be  amended  to  match  the  federal  definition  in 
federal  regulation  8 CFR  274a.2(b)(l)(v)(A)  and  (B),  as  long  as  the 
identification  includes  the  purchaser’s  date  of  birth. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  and  has  amended  the  definition  in  subsection  (1)(C)  to  match 
the  federal  definition. 

COMMENT  #2:  There  is  a drafting  error  in  paragraph  (3)(L)1. 
where  it  refers  to  an  exception  to  the  quantity  and  age  restrictions  for 
sales  in  subsection  (3)(D).  The  correct  reference  appears  to  be  para- 
graph (3)(L)4.  which  allows  a dispenser  to  override  a stop  sales  alert 
in  situations  where  the  dispenser  perceives  imminent  physical  harm 
if  he  or  she  does  not  complete  the  sale. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  and  has  amended  paragraph  (3)(L)1.  accordingly. 

COMMENT  #3:  The  language  regarding  the  sales  of  methampheta- 
mine  precursor  products  to  minors  in  paragraphs  (3)(L)1.  and  2.  is 
duplicative. 

RESPONSE  AND  EXPLANATION  OF  CHANGE:  The  department 
agrees  and  has  deleted  the  duplicative  language  in  paragraph  (3)(L)2. 

COMMENT  #4:  The  logbook  requirements  under  subsections 
(3)(H),  (J),  (K),  and  (L)  regarding  documentation  of  alterations, 
changes,  deletions,  or  records  of  sales  when  the  system  is  down 
should  be  allowed  to  be  maintained  electronically  or  in  a bound  log- 
book. 

RESPONSE:  The  department  respectfully  disagrees  with  this 
change.  Discussions  with  law  enforcement  and  regulatory  represen- 
tatives on  the  system’s  bid  evaluation  committee  expressed  concerns 
that  a common  and  major  source  of  drug  diversion  in  pharmacies  is 
from  staff  altering  and  deleting  records  in  a computer.  Sometimes 
these  alterations  occur  without  the  supervision  of  a pharmacist.  The 
rule  requires  a separate  logbook  where  alterations  can  be  noticed 
without  an  investigation  into  the  pharmacy  computer’s  access  and 
software  history.  The  rule  also  requires  a pharmacist  to  review  the 
logbook  to  note  alterations.  The  logbook  can  also  be  verified  against 
the  system  access  and  entries  that  have  been  recorded  by  the  database 
provider. 
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19  CSR  30-1.074  Dispensing  Without  a Prescription 

(1)  Definitions.  For  the  purposes  of  this  rule,  the  following  terms 
shall  apply: 

(C)  “Valid  photo  identification”  means  a photo  identification  that 
is  issued  by  a state  or  the  federal  government  or  a document  that, 
with  respect  to  identification,  is  considered  acceptable  and  showing 
the  date  of  birth  of  the  person,  including  forms  of  identification 
acceptable  under  federal  regulations  8 CFR  274a.2(b)(l)(v)(A)  and 
(B). 

(3)  Methamphetamine  precursor  products  may  be  sold,  dispensed, 
distributed,  or  otherwise  provided  only  as  follows: 

(L)  Denials  of  Sales  and  Dispensings. 

1.  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (D)  of  this  section,  if  an 
individual  attempts  to  purchase  a methamphetamine  precursor  prod- 
uct in  violation  of  the  three  and  six-tenths  (3.6)  gram  per  day  or  nine 
(9)  gram  per  month  quantity  restrictions  or  age  restriction  established 
by  sections  195.017  and  195.417,  RSMo,  the  dispenser  shall  refuse 
to  make  the  sale.  The  purchaser  must  be  at  least  eighteen  (18)  years 
of  age. 

2.  Sales  of  methamphetamine  precursor  products  shall  be 
denied  to  purchasers  who  are  not  able  to  produce  a valid  government 
issued  identification  card  with  the  required  information  displayed  on 
it. 

3.  In  the  event  that  the  dispenser  perceives  that  refusal  of  the 
purchase  may  place  him  or  her  in  imminent  physical  harm,  then  the 
dispenser  may  use  the  database  safety  override  function  to  proceed 
with  the  transaction,  provided  that — 

A.  When  jeopardy  is  no  longer  perceived,  the  dispenser  shall 
immediately  contact  local  law  enforcement  to  report  the  purchase; 
and 

B.  The  dispenser  shall  document  in  their  manual  log,  the  cir- 
cumstance, the  individual  contacted  at  the  local  law  enforcement 
agency,  and  the  date  and  time  of  that  contact; 
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This  section  may  contain  notice  of  hearings,  correction 
notices,  public  information  notices,  rule  action  notices, 
statements  of  actual  costs,  and  other  items  required  to  be  pub- 
lished in  the  Missouri  Register  by  law. 


Schedule  of  Compensation  as  Required  by  Section  105.005,  RSMo 


Office 

RSMo 

Citation 

Statutory  Salary 
FY  2010 

Statutory  Salary 
FY  2011 

Elected  Officials 
Governor 

26010 

$133,821 

$133,821 

Lt.  Governor 

26.010 

86,484 

86,484 

Attorney  General 

27.010 

116,437 

116,437 

Secretary  of  State 

28.010 

107,746 

107,746 

State  Treasurer 

30.010 

107,746 

107,746 

State  Auditor 

29.010 

107,746 

107,746 

General  Assembly 

Senator 

21.140 

35,915 

35,915 

Representative 

21.140 

35,915 

35,915 

Speaker  of  House 

21.140 

38,415 

38,415 

President  Pro  Tern  of  Senate 

21.140 

38,415 

38.415 

Speaker  Pro  Tern  of  the  House 

21.140 

37,415 

37,415 

Majority  Floor  Leader  of  House 

21.140 

37,415 

37,415 

Majority  Floor  Leader  of  Senate 

21.140 

37,415 

37,415 

Minority  Floor  Leader  of  House 

21.140 

37,415 

37,415 

Minority  Floor  Leader  of  Senate 

21.140 

37,415 

37,415 

State  Tax  Commissioners 

138.230 

105,070 

105,070 

Administrative  Hearina  Commissioners 

621.015 

102,430  ** 

102,430 

Labor  and  Industrial  Relations 

Commissioners 

286.005 

105,070 

105,070 

Division  of  Workers'  Compensation 

Chief  Legal  Counsel 

287.615 

89,493  * 

89,493  1 

Administrative  Law  Judge 

287.615 

98,429  * 

98,429  * 

Administrative  Law  Judge  in  Charge 

287.615 

103,429  * 

103,429  4 

Director,  Division  of 

Workers'  Compensation 

287.615 

105,429 

105,429 

Public  Service  Commissioners 

386.150 

105,070 

105,070 

RSMo 

Executive  Level 

Executive  Level 

Citation 

FY  2010 

FY  201 1 

Statutory  Department  Directors  105.950 

Administration,  Agriculture,  Corrections,  I 

Economic  Development,  Labor  and 
Industrial  Relations,  Natural  Resources, 

Public  Safety,  Revenue,  and 
Social  Services 

Probation  and  Parole  217.665 

Chairman  III 

Board  Members  IV 


I 


III 

IV 


* Division  of  Workers'  Compensation  salaries  are  tied  to  those  of  Associate  Circuit  Judges. 
**  This  amount  is  corrected  from  previously  submitted  FY  2009  and  FY  2010  Schedules. 
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Schedule  of  Compensation  as  Required  by  Section  476.405,  RSMo 


RSMo  Highest  Salary  Highest  Salary 
Citation  FY2010  FY  2011 


Supreme  Court 
Chief  Justice 
Judges 

Court  of  Appeals 
Judges 
Circuit  Court 

Circuit  Court  Judges 
Associate  Circuit  Judges 
Juvenile  Officers 
Juvenile  Officer 
Chief  Deputy  Juvenile  Officer 
Deputy  Juvenile  Officer  Class  I 
Deputy  Juvenile  Officer  Class  2 
Deputy  Juvenile  Officer  Class  3 
Court  Reporters 
Probate  Commissioner 


Deputy  Probate  Commissioner 
Family  Court  Commissioner 

Circuit  Clerk 

1st  Class  Counties 
St.  Louis  City 

Jackson,  Jasper  & Cape  Girardeau 
2nd  & 4th  Class  Counties 
3rd  Class  Counties 

Marion-Hannibal  & Palmyra 
Randolph  & Lewis 


477.130 

$139,534 

$139,534 

477.130 

137,034 

137,034 

477.130 

128,207 

128,207 

478.013 

120,484 

120,484 

478.018 

109,366 

109,366 

211.381 

46,204 

46,204 

40,164 

40,164 

35,786 

35,786 

32,584 

32,584 

29,715 

29,715 

485.060 

55,012 

55,012 

478.266 

120,484  * 

120,484 

& 478.267 

478.266 

109,366  * 

109,366 

211.023 

109,366  * 

109,366 

& 487.020 

483.083 

67,888 

67,888 

483.083 

111,953 

111,953 

483.083 

73,413 

73,413 

483.083 

61,179 

61,179 

483.083 

53,512 

53,512 

483.083 

60,218 

60,218 

483.083 

58,489 

58,489 

Salaries  are  tied  to  those  of  Circuit  and  Associate  Circuit  Judges. 
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Missouri  Executive  Pay  Plan 
Fiscal  Year  2011 


Executive  Level 

Minimum 

Maximum 

1 

$85,128 

$123,972 

II 

$78,012 

$113,424 

III 

$71,544 

$103,860 

IV 

$65,676 

$95,040 

V 

$53,292 

$76,284 
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Title  7— DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Division  10— Missouri  Highways  and 
Transportation  Commission 
Chapter  25— Motor  Carrier  Operations 

IN  ADDITION 

7 CSR  10-25.010  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  for 
Commercial  Drivers 

PUBLIC  NOTICE 

Public  Notice  and  Request  for  Comments  on  Applications  for 
Issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates  to  Intrastate 
Commercial  Drivers  with  Diabetes  Mellitus  or  Impaired  Vision 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  publishes  MoDOT’s  receipt  of  applications 
for  the  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  (SPE)  Certificates, 
from  individuals  who  do  not  meet  the  physical  qualification  require- 
ments in  the  Federal  Motor  Carrier  Safety  Regulations  for  drivers  of 
commercial  motor  vehicles  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce,  because 
of  impaired  vision  or  an  established  medical  history  or  clinical  diag- 
nosis of  diabetes  mellitus  currently  requiring  insulin  for  control.  If 
granted,  the  SPE  Certificates  will  authorize  these  individuals  to  qual- 
ity as  drivers  of  commercial  motor  vehicles  (CM Vs),  in  intrastate 
commerce  only,  without  meeting  the  vision  standard  prescribed  in  49 
CFR  391.41(b)(10),  if  applicable,  or  the  diabetes  standard  prescribed 
in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  at  the  address  stated  below  on 
or  before  December  15,  2010. 

ADDRESSES:  You  may  submit  comments  concerning  an  applicant, 
identified  by  the  Application  Number  stated  below,  by  any  of  the  fol- 
lowing methods: 

• Email:  Kathy.Hatfield@modot.mo.gov 

• Mail:  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102-0893 

• Hand  Delivery:  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65109 

• Instructions:  All  comments  submitted  must  include  the  agency 
name  and  Application  Number  for  this  public  notice.  For  detailed 
instructions  on  submitting  comments,  see  the  Public  Participation 
heading  of  the  Supplementary  Information  section  of  this  notice.  All 
comments  received  will  be  open  and  available  for  public  inspection, 
and  MoDOT  may  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

COMMENTS  RECEIVED 
BECOME  MoDOT  PUBLIC  RECORD 

• By  submitting  any  comments  to  MoDOT,  the  person  authorizes 
MoDOT  to  publish  those  comments  by  any  available  means. 

• Docket:  For  access  to  the  department’s  file  to  read  background  doc- 
uments or  comments  received,  1320  Creek  Trail  Drive,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65109,  between  7:30  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  CT,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT:  Ms.  Kathy 
Hatfield,  Motor  Carrier  Specialist,  (573)  522-9001,  MoDOT  Motor 
Carrier  Services  Division,  PO  Box  893,  Jefferson  City,  MO  65102- 
0893.  Office  hours  are  from  7:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  CT,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  state  holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Public  Participation 

If  you  want  us  to  notify  you  that  we  received  your  comments,  please 
include  a self-addressed,  stamped  envelope  or  postcard. 

Background 

The  individuals  listed  in  this  notice  have  recently  filed  applications 


requesting  MoDOT  to  issue  SPE  Certificates  to  exempt  them  from 
the  physical  qualification  requirements  relating  to  vision  in  49  CFR 
391.41(b)(10),  or  to  diabetes  in  49  CFR  391.41(b)(3),  which  other- 
wise apply  to  drivers  of  CMVs  in  Missouri  intrastate  commerce. 

Under  section  622.555,  RSMo  Supp.  2010,  MoDOT  may  issue  a 
Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificate,  for  not  more  than  a two 
(2)-year  period,  if  it  finds  that  the  applicant  has  the  ability,  while 
operating  CMVs,  to  maintain  a level  of  safety  that  is  equivalent  to  or 
greater  than  the  driver  qualification  standards  of  49  CFR  391.41. 
Upon  application,  MoDOT  may  renew  an  exemption  upon  expira- 
tion. 

Accordingly,  the  agency  will  evaluate  the  qualifications  of  each  appli- 
cant to  determine  whether  issuing  an  SPE  Certificate  will  comply 
with  the  statutory  requirements  and  will  achieve  the  required  level  of 
safety.  If  granted,  the  SPE  Certificate  is  only  applicable  to  intrastate 
transportation  wholly  within  Missouri. 

Qualifications  of  Applicants 

Application  #MP060 120001 

Renewal  Applicant's  Name  & Age:  Andrew  Mullison  Hahn,  31 

Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Mr.  Hahn’s  best  uncorrected  visual 
acuity  in  his  left  eye  is  20/20  Snellen,  and  he  has  a prosthesis  in  his 
right  eye  due  to  an  accident  that  occurred  in  1988. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  Currently  self-employed  as  an  insur- 
ance agent  and  farmer.  Previously  employed  by  Farm  Coop  in 
Centralia,  Missouri,  as  a straight  truck/trailer  operator,  and  a truck 
tractor/semi-trailer  combination  operator  from  June  1999  to  March 
2004  and  drove  twenty  (20)  hours  per  week.  Drives  personal  vehi- 
cle^) daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  & Date:  Following  an  examination  in  June  2010, 
his  optometrist  certified,  “In  my  medical  opinion,  Mr.  Hahn’s  visu- 
al deficiency  is  stable  and  has  sufficient  vision  to  perform  the  driving 
tasks  required  to  operate  a commercial  motor  vehicle,  and  his  condi- 
tion will  not  adversely  affect  his  ability  to  operate  a commercial 
motor  vehicle  safely.  ” 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  No  accidents  or  violations  within 
the  past  three  (3)  years. 

Application  #MP050614025 

Renewal  Applicant’s  Name  & Age:  John  K.  Kauffman,  33 

Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Mr.  Kauffman’s  best  uncorrected  visu- 
al acuity  in  his  right  eye  is  20/15  Snellen,  and  he  has  light  percep- 
tion in  his  left  eye  due  to  an  accident  in  1994. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  He  is  currently  employed  with  Allied 
Waste  and  has  driven  commercial  motor  vehicles  for  approximately 
eight  (8)  years.  Drives  personal  vehicle(s)  daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  & Date:  Following  an  examination  in  September 
2010,  his  optometrist  certified,  “In  my  medical  opinion,  Mr. 
Kauffman’s  visual  deficiency  is  stable  and  has  sufficient  vision  to 
perform  the  driving  tasks  required  to  operate  a commercial  motor 
vehicle,  and  his  condition  will  not  adversely  affect  his  ability  to  oper- 
ate a commercial  motor  vehicle  safely.  ” 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  No  accidents  or  violations  within 
the  past  three  (3)  years. 
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Application  #MP101015079 

Applicant’s  Name  & Age:  Tony  Joe  Cook,  37 

Relevant  Physical  Condition:  Mr.  Cook’s  best  corrected  visual  acu- 
ity in  his  left  eye  is  20/20  Snellen  and  his  right  eye  is  20/200  Snellen. 
This  visual  impairment  has  been  present  since  birth. 

Relevant  Driving  Experience:  He  is  currently  employed  with  a com- 
pany that  operates  dump  trucks  and  small  equipment  in  Wright  City, 
Missouri,  and  has  driven  commercial  motor  vehicles  for  approxi- 
mately five  (5)  years.  Drives  personal  vehicle(s)  daily. 

Doctor’s  Opinion  & Date:  Following  an  examination  in  March  2010, 
his  ophthalmologist  certified,  “In  my  medical  opinion,  Mr.  Cook’s 
visual  deficiency  is  stable  and  has  sufficient  vision  to  perform  the 
driving  tasks  required  to  operate  a commercial  motor  vehicle,  and  his 
condition  will  not  adversely  affect  his  ability  to  operate  a commer- 
cial motor  vehicle  safely.  ” 

Traffic  Accidents  and  Violations:  No  accidents  or  violations  within 
the  past  three  (3)  years. 

Request  for  Comments 

The  Missouri  Department  of  Transportation,  Motor  Carrier  Services 
Division,  pursuant  to  section  622.555,  RSMo,  and  rule  7 CSR  10- 
25.010,  requests  public  comment  from  all  interested  persons  on  the 
applications  for  issuance  of  Skill  Performance  Evaluation  Certificates 
described  in  this  notice.  We  will  consider  all  comments  received 
before  the  close  of  business  on  the  closing  date  indicated  earlier  in 
this  notice. 

Issued  on:  October  15,  2010 

Jan  Skouby,  Motor  Carrier  Services  Director,  Missouri  Department 
of  Transportation. 
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STATUTORY  LIST  OF  CONTRACTORS 
BARRED  FROM  PUBLIC  WORKS  PROJECTS 

The  following  is  a list  of  contractor(s)  who  have  been  prosecuted  and  convicted  of  violating  the  Missouri  Prevailing  Wage  Law  and  whose 
Notice  of  Conviction  has  been  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  pursuant  to  section  290.330,  RSMo.  Under  this  statute,  no  public  body  is  per- 
mitted to  award  a contract,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  public  works  1)  to  Michael  B.  Robin,  2)  to  any  other  contractor  or  subcontractor  that  is 
owned,  operated,  or  controlled  by  Mr.  Robin,  including  Plumbco,  Inc.,  or  3)  to  any  other  simulation  of  Mr.  Robin  or  of  Plumbco,  Inc.,  for  a 
period  of  one  (1)  year,  or  until  December  17,  2010. 


Name  of  Contractor  Name  of  Officers  Address 


Date  of  Debarment 

Conviction  Period 


Michael  B.  Robin 

7534  Heron  Drive 

12/17/09 

12/17/2009-12/17/2010 

DBA  Plumbco,  Inc. 

Case  No.  09AO-CR01174 

Neosho,  MO  64804 
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The  Secretary  of  State  is  required  by  sections  347.141  and  359.481,  RSMo  2000,  to  publish  dissolutions  of  limited  liability  com- 
panies and  limited  partnerships.  The  content  requirements  for  the  one-time  publishing  of  these  notices  are  prescribed  by 
statute.  This  listing  is  published  pursuant  to  these  statutes.  We  request  that  documents  submitted  for  publication  in  this  section 
be  submitted  in  camera  ready  8 1/2"  x 11"  manuscript  by  email  to  dissolutions@sos.mo.gov. 


NOTICE  OF  WINDING  UP  FOR  MEATEK  FOODS,  LLC 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Meatek  Foods,  LLC,  a Missouri  Limited  Liability  Company  in  good 
standing,  has  been  dissolved  and  is  winding  up  its  business  affairs.  Any  person  or  entity  asserting 
any  claim  against  Meatek  Foods,  LLC  must  present  that  claim,  in  writing,  to  the  address 
indicated  below.  Any  claim  must  include  the  following  information: 

1 . Amount  of  the  claim  (in  dollars); 

2.  Basis  for  the  claim; 

3.  Documentation  of  the  claim; 

4.  A short  description  of  the  claim; 

5.  The  date  on  which  the  claim  arose,  and 

6.  A copy  of  any  demands  made  upon  Meatek  Foods,  LLC  in  connection  with  the  claim. 

ANY  CLAIM  AGAINST  MEATEK  FOODS,  LLC  WILL  BE  BARRED  UNLESS  A 
PROCEEDING  TO  ENFORCE  THE  CLAIM  IS  COMMENCED  WITHIN  THREE  YEARS 
AFTER  THE  PUBLICATION  DATE  OF  THIS  NOTICE. 

SEND  CLAIMS  TO: 

Thomas  H.  Bottini 

7700  Forsyth  Blvd.,  Suite  1800, 

St.  Louis,  Missouri  63105-1847 
Attorney  for  Meatek  Foods,  LLC 


NOTICE  OF  DISSOLUTION  OF  LIMITED  LIABILITY  COMPANY 
To  All  Creditors  of  and  Claimants  Against 
EconomicalMail,  LLC 
a Missouri  Limited  Liability  Company 

On  October  20,  2010,  EconomicalMail,  LLC  (“Company”)  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  with 
the  Missouri  Secretary  of  State,  effective  on  the  filing  date. 

Claims  against  Company  should  be  presented  immediately  to  Company  c/o  Joan  Sale,  628  Loehr 
Estates  Drive,  Ballwin,  Missouri  63021.  Claims  must  include  claimant’s  name,  address  and 
telephone;  amount  of  claim;  basis  for  claim;  and  documentation  of  the  claim.  A claim  against 
Company  will  be  barred  unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is  commenced  within  three 
years  after  the  publication  of  this  notice. 
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NOTICE  OF  DISSOLUTION 
TO  ALL  CREDITORS  OF  AND 
CLAIMANTS  AGAINST 
SSJ  CONSTRUCTION  LLC 


On  October  1,  2010,  SSJ  Construction  LLC,  a Missouri  limited  liability  company  (the 
“Company”),  filed  its  Notice  of  Winding  Up  for  a Limited  Liability  Company  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
of  Missouri.  The  Company  requests  that  any  and  all  claims  against  the  Company  be  presented  by  letter  to 
the  Company  in  care  of  Joseph  A.  Wotka,  929  DeMun,  Clayton,  Missouri  63105.  Each  claim  against  the 
Company  must  include  the  following  information:  the  name,  the  address  and  telephone  number  of  the 
claimant;  the  amount  of  the  claim;  the  date  on  which  the  claim  arose;  a brief  description  of  the  nature  of 
or  the  basis  for  the  claim;  and  any  documentation  related  to  the  claim.  All  claims  against  the  Company 
will  be  barred  unless  a proceeding  to  enforce  the  claim  is  commenced  within  three  (3)  years  after  the 
publication  of  this  notice. 
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OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATION 

State  Officials’  Salary  Compensation  Schedule 

30  MoReg  2435 
This  Issue 

1 CSR  15-3.290 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1381 

1 CSR  15-3.350 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1367 

35  MoReg  1381 

1 CSR  15-3.380 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1367 

35  MoReg  1382 

1 CSR  15-3.431 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1382 

1 CSR  15-3.436 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1368 

35  MoReg  1383 

1 CSR  15-3.446 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1368 

35  MoReg  1383 

1 CSR  15-3.480 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1384 

1 CSR  15-3.490 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1369 

35  MoReg  1384 

1 CSR  15-3.500 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1384 

1 CSR  15-3.560 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

35  MoReg  1385 

1 CSR  20-1.010 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1369 

35  MoReg  1385 

1 CSR  20-1.030 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1370 

35  MoReg  1386 

1 CSR  20-2.015 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1370 

35  MoReg  1386 

1 CSR  20-3.010 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1371 

35  MoReg  1387 

1 CSR  20-3.020 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1372 

35  MoReg  1387 

1 CSR  20-3.030 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1372 

35  MoReg  1388 

1 CSR  20-3.070 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1373 

35  MoReg  1388 

1 CSR  20-3.080 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1374 

35  MoReg  1390 

1 CSR  20-4.010 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1375 

35  MoReg  1390 

1 CSR  20-4.020 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division 
of  Personnel 

35  MoReg  1379 

35  MoReg  1394 

1 CSR  50-3.010 

Missouri  Ethics  Commission 

35  MoReg  1379 

35  MoReg  1400 

2 CSR  70-11.060 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Plant  Industries 

35  MoReg  721 

35  MoReg  756 
35  MoReg  1453 

2 CSR  80-3.070 

State  Milk  Board 

35  MoReg  855 

35  MoReg  1487 

2 CSR  90 

Weights  and  Measures 

35  MoReg  1284 

3 CSR  10-4.117 

DEPARTMENT  OF  CONSERVATION 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1533 

3 CSR  10-5.225 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1533 

3 CSR  10-5.436 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1534 

3 CSR  10-5.567 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1534 

3 CSR  10-6.410 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1534 

3 CSR  10-6.505 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1400 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-6.525 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1535 

3 CSR  10-6.535 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1401 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-6.605 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1535 

3 CSR  10-7.410 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1535 

3 CSR  10-7.431 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1536 

3 CSR  10-7.432 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1536 

3 CSR  10-7.438 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1537 

3 CSR  10-7.440 

Conservation  Commission 

N.A. 

35  MoReg  1412 

3 CSR  10-7.445 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1537 

3 CSR  10-7.455 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1537 

35  MoReg  316 

3 CSR  10-8.510 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1538 

3 CSR  10-9.105 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1538 

3 CSR  10-9.110 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1541 

3 CSR  10-9.430 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1542 

3 CSR  10-9.440 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1542 

3 CSR  10-9.442 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1542 

3 CSR  10-11.130 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1246 

35  MoReg  1694 

3 CSR  10-11.155 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1545 

3 CSR  10-11.160 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1545 

3 CSR  10-11.180 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1545 
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3 CSR  10-11.181 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1546 

3 CSR  10-11.182 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1547 

3 CSR  10-11.205 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1547 

3 CSR  10-11.210 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1547 

3 CSR  10-11.215 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1548 

3 CSR  10-12.110 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1401 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-12.115 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1402 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-12.125 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1402 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-12.140 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1403 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-12.145 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1404 

This  Issue 

3 CSR  10-12.155 

Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1405 

This  Issue 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 


4 CSR  170-2.010 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  963R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-2.100 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  963 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-3.010 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  964R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-3.100 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  964 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-3.200 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  964 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-4.010 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  965R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-4.100 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  965 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-4.200 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  966 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-4.300 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  966 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-5.010 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  967R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-5.020 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  968R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-5.030 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  968R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-5.040 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  968R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-5.050 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  969R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-5.100 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  969 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-5.200 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  970 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-5.300 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  971 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-5.400 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  971 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-5.500 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  973 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-6.010 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  973R 

This  IssueR 

4 CSR  170-6.100 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  974 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  170-6.200 

Missouri  Housing  Development  Commission 

35  MoReg  975 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-3.163 

Public  Service  Commission 

35  MoReg  1610 

4 CSR  240-3.164 

Public  Service  Commission 

35  MoReg  1629 

4 CSR  240-3.510 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-20.093 

Public  Service  Commission 

35  MoReg  1647 

4 CSR  240-20.094 

Public  Service  Commission 

35  MoReg  1667 

4 CSR  240-22.010 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.020 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.030 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.040 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.045 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.050 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.060 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.070 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-22.080 

Public  Service  Commission 

This  Issue 

4 CSR  240-123.080 

Public  Service  Commission 

35  MoReg  1686 

4 CSR  240-125.090 

Public  Service  Commission 

35  MoReg  1686 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ELEMENTARY  AND  SECONDARY  EDUCATION 

5 CSR  50-270.010 

Division  of  School  Improvement 

35  MoReg  210 
35  MoReg  1019 

35  MoReg  1694 

5 CSR  50-321.010 

Division  of  School  Improvement 

35  MoReg  857R 

5 CSR  50-350.040 

Division  of  School  Improvement 

35  MoReg  1080R 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HIGHER  EDUCATION 

6 CSR  250-11.041 

University  of  Missouri  35  MoReg  161 

34  MoReg  2592 

35  MoReg  757 

35  MoReg  1413 

6 CSR  250-11.042 

University  of  Missouri 

34  MoReg  2594 

35  MoReg  762  35  MoReg  1413 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 


7 CSR  10-16.010 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1173R 

7 CSR  10-16.020 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1173R 
35  MoReg  1173 

7 CSR  10-16.025 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1174 

7 CSR  10-16.030 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1174R 

7 CSR  10-16.035 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1175 

7 CSR  10-16.040 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1178R 

7 CSR  10-16.045 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1178 

7 CSR  10-16.050 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1180 

7 CSR  10-25.010 

Missouri  Highways  and  Transportation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1424 
This  Issue 

7 CSR  60-2.010 

Highway  Safety  Division  35  MoReg  722 

35  MoReg  764 

35  MoReg  1489 

7 CSR  60-2.030 

Highway  Safety  Division  35  MoReg  724 

35  MoReg  765 

35  MoReg  1489 
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8 CSR  30-3.060 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR  AND  INDUSTRIAL  RELATIONS 

Division  of  Labor  Standards 

35  MoReg  1405 

9 CSR  30-4.034 

DEPARTMENT  OF  MENTAL  HEALTH 

Certification  Standards 

35  MoReg  935 

35  MoReg  1414 

9 CSR  30-4.045 

Certification  Standards 

35  MoReg  1017 

35  MoReg  1022 

This  Issue 

10  CSR  10-2.070 

DEPARTMENT  OF  NATURAL  RESOURCES 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  766R 

35  MoReg  1414R 

10  CSR  10-3.090 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  766R 

35  MoReg  1415R 

10  CSR  10-4.070 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  767R 

35  MoReg  1415R 

10  CSR  10-5.160 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  767R 

35  MoReg  1415R 

10  CSR  10-5.480 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1080 

10  CSR  10-6.020 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  858 

35  MoReg  1575 

10  CSR  10-6.070 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1091 

10  CSR  10-6.075 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1092 

10  CSR  10-6.080 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1094 

10  CSR  10-6.165 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  768 

35  MoReg  1415 

10  CSR  10-6.400 

Air  Conservation  Commission 

35  MoReg  1095 

10  CSR  20-8.110 

Clean  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  1454 

10  CSR  60-4.025 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  769 

35  MoReg  1575 

10  CSR  60-5.010 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  778 

35  MoReg  1578 

10  CSR  60-7.010 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  778 

35  MoReg  1578 

10  CSR  60-8.010 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  781 

35  MoReg  1579 

10  CSR  60-8.030 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  785 

35  MoReg  1579 

10  CSR  60-9.010 

Safe  Drinking  Water  Commission 

35  MoReg  793 

35  MoReg  1579 

10  CSR  70-4.010 

Soil  and  Water  Districts  Commission 

35  MoReg  214R 
35  MoReg  214 

10  CSR  70-5.010 

Soil  and  Water  Districts  Commission 

34  MoReg  1779 

35  MoReg  21 6R 
35  MoReg  216 

10  CSR  70-5.040 

Soil  and  Water  Districts  Commission 

34  MoReg  1783 

35  MoReg  217R 
35  MoReg  217 

10  CSR  70-5.050 

Soil  and  Water  Districts  Commission 

34  MoReg  1785 

35  MoReg  217R 
35  MoReg  217 

10  CSR  70-5.060 

Soil  and  Water  Districts  Commission 

34  MoReg  1786 

35  MoReg  219R 
35  MoReg  219 

10  CSR  140-2.010 

Division  of  Energy 

35  MoReg  1523 

35  MoReg  1548 

10  CSR  140-2.020 

Division  of  Energy 

35  MoReg  1525 

35  MoReg  1550 

10  CSR  140-2.030 

Division  of  Energy 

35  MoReg  1527R 

35  MoReg  1554R 

10  CSR  140-8.010 

Division  of  Energy 

35  MoReg  1022 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-1.010 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  SAFETY 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1095 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-1.090 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1246 

11  CSR  45-4.020 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1247 

11  CSR  45-5.051 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1249 

11  CSR  45-5.075 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1250 

11  CSR  45-5.130 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-5.200 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1250 

11  CSR  45-5.300 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1251 

11  CSR  45-7.070 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.102 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.105 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.113 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1096 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.114 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1098 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.115 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  975 

35  MoReg  1579 

11  CSR  45-9.118 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1098 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.119 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.121 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-9.122 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

This  Issue 

11  CSR  45-30.020 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1252 

11  CSR  45-30.025 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1252 

11  CSR  45-30.030 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1253R 

11  CSR  45-30.035 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1253 

11  CSR  45-30.070 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1254 

11  CSR  45-30.175 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1254 

11  CSR  45-30.190 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1241 

35  MoReg  1254 

11  CSR  45-30.205 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1255 

11  CSR  45-30.210 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1255 

11  CSR  45-30.225 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1256 

11  CSR  45-30.355 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1256 

11  CSR  45-30.535 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1256 

11  CSR  45-30.540 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1257 

11  CSR  45-30.600 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

35  MoReg  1257 

12  CSR  10-2.250 

DEPARTMENT  OF  REVENUE 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1029 

35  MoReg  1579 

12  CSR  10-3.052 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1405R 

12  CSR  10-3.112 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1257R 

12  CSR  10-3.118 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1258R 

12  CSR  10-3.126 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1258R 

12  CSR  10-3.130 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1258R 

12  CSR  10-3.134 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1258R 
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12  CSR  10-3.140 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1259R 

12  CSR  10-3.146 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1259R 

12  CSR  10-3.192 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1259R 

12  CSR  10-3.194 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1259R 

12  CSR  10-3.196 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1260R 

12  CSR  10-3.198 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1260R 

12  CSR  10-3.204 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1260R 

12  CSR  10-3.228 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1260R 

12  CSR  10-3.264 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1261R 

12  CSR  10-3.266 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1261R 

12  CSR  10-3.288 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1261R 

12  CSR  10-3.330 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1314R 

12  CSR  10-3.333 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1314R 

12  CSR  10-3.350 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1314R 

12  CSR  10-3.352 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1315R 

12  CSR  10-3.354 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1315R 

12  CSR  10-3.376 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1315R 

12  CSR  10-3.382 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1315R 

12  CSR  10-3.388 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1316R 

12  CSR  10-3.406 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1316R 

12  CSR  10-3.414 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1316R 

12  CSR  10-3.426 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1406R 

12  CSR  10-3.428 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1406R 

12  CSR  10-3.431 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1406R 

12  CSR  10-3.434 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1406R 

12  CSR  10-3.436 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1407R 

12  CSR  10-3.438 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1407R 

12  CSR  10-3.443 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1407R 

12  CSR  10-3.444 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1408R 

12  CSR  10-3.446 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1408R 

12  CSR  10-3.490 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1408R 

12  CSR  10-3.496 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1408R 

12  CSR  10-3.498 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1476R 

12  CSR  10-3.504 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1476R 

12  CSR  10-3.506 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1476R 

12  CSR  10-3.522 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1476R 

12  CSR  10-3.534 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1477R 

12  CSR  10-3.536 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1477R 

12  CSR  10-3.542 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1477R 

12  CSR  10-3.556 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1477R 

12  CSR  10-3.565 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1478R 

12  CSR  10-3.585 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1478R 

12  CSR  10-3.620 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1478R 

12  CSR  10-3.626 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1478R 

12  CSR  10-3.856 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1479R 

12  CSR  10-3.862 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1479R 

12  CSR  10-3.868 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1687R 

12  CSR  10-3.870 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1479R 

12  CSR  10-3.884 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1687R 

12  CSR  10-3.886 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1687R 

12  CSR  10-3.896 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1687R 

12  CSR  10-24.305 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1316 

12  CSR  10-24.430 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1065 

35  MoReg  1100 

35  MoReg  1696 

12  CSR  10-24.480 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1066 

35  MoReg  1103 

35  MoReg  1696 

12  CSR  10-24.485 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1066 

35  MoReg  1106 

35  MoReg  1696 

12  CSR  10-26.020 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1309 

35  MoReg  1317 

12  CSR  10-41.010 

Director  of  Revenue 

This  Issue 

This  Issue 

12  CSR  10-44.100 

Director  of  Revenue 

35  MoReg  1554 

13  CSR  30-2.010 

DEPARTMENT  OF  SOCIAL  SERVICES 

Child  Support  Enforcement 

35  MoReg  1688 

13  CSR  35-38.011 

Children's  Division 

35  MoReg  976 

35  MoReg  1489 

13  CSR  35-38.021 

Children's  Division 

35  MoReg  976 

35  MoReg  1489 

13  CSR  35-38.030 

Children’s  Division 
(Changed  from  13  CSR  40-38.010) 

35  MoReg  976 

35  MoReg  1489 

13  CSR  35-38.040 

Children’s  Division 
(Changed  from  13  CSR  40-38.020 ) 

35  MoReg  977 

35  MoReg  1490 

13  CSR  40-2.370 

Family  Support  Division 

35  MoReg  1556 

13  CSR  40-38.010 

Family  Support  Division 
(Changed  to  13  CSR  35-38.030) 

35  MoReg  976 

35  MoReg  1489 

13  CSR  40-38.020 

Family  Support  Division 
(Changed  to  13  CSR  35-38.040 ) 

35  MoReg  977 

35  MoReg  1490 

13  CSR  40-91.040 

Family  Support  Division 
(Changed  from  19  CSR  40-11.010) 

35  MoReg  1482 

13  CSR  70-3.020 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  977 

35  MoReg  1580 

13  CSR  70-3.130 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  1261 

13  CSR  70-3.140 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  980 

35  MoReg  1580 

13  CSR  70-3.160 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  980 

35  MoReg  1580 

13  CSR  70-3.200 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  685 

35  MoReg  1418 

13  CSR  70-15.010 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  1067 

35  MoReg  1108 

This  Issue 

13  CSR  70-15.110 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  1070 

35  MoReg  1111 

This  Issue 
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13  CSR  70-15.160 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  1527 

35  MoReg  1556 

13  CSR  70-20.320 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  1072 

35  MoReg  1114 

13  CSR  70-90.010 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  688 

35  MoReg  1420 

13  CSR  70-91.030 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

35  MoReg  1029R 

35  MoReg  1580R 

15  CSR  30-50.010 

ELECTED  OFFICIALS 

Secretary  of  State 

35  MoReg  1479 

15  CSR  30-51.020 

Secretary  of  State 

35  MoReg  1480 

15  CSR  30-51.030 

Secretary  of  State 

35  MoReg  1481 

15  CSR  30-51.173 

Secretary  of  State 

35  MoReg  1482 

16  CSR  10-4.010 

RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of  Missouri 

35  MoReg  1262 

16  CSR  10-5.010 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of  Missouri 

35  MoReg  1263 

16  CSR  10-6.040 

The  Public  School  Retirement  System  of  Missouri 

35  MoReg  1263 

16  CSR  50-2.010 

The  County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund 

35  MoReg  1029 

35  MoReg  1580 

16  CSR  50-2.020 

The  County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund 

35  MoReg  1030 

35  MoReg  1580 

16  CSR  50-2.030 

The  County  Employees'  Retirement  Fund 

35  MoReg  1030 
This  Issue 

35  MoReg  1581 

16  CSR  50-2.050 

The  County  Employees'  Retirement  Fund 

35  MoReg  1031 

35  MoReg  1581 

16  CSR  50-2.110 

The  County  Employees’  Retirement  Fund 

35  MoReg  1031 

35  MoReg  1581 

16  CSR  50-3.010 

The  County  Employees'  Retirement  Fund 

35  MoReg  1031 
This  Issue 

35  MoReg  1581 

18  CSR  10-2.010 

PUBLIC  DEFENDER  COMMISSION 

Office  of  State  Public  Defender 

35  MoReg  1180 

19  CSR  30-1.074 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  SENIOR  SERVICES 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure  35  MoReg  1072 

35  MoReg  1116 

This  Issue 

19  CSR  40-11.010 

Division  of  Maternal,  Child  and  Family  Health 
(Changed  to  13  CSR  40-91.040) 

35  MoReg  1482 

19  CSR  60-50 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1329 
35  MoReg  1583 

19  CSR  60-50.200 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1562 

19  CSR  60-50.300 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1562 

19  CSR  60-50.400 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1563 

19  CSR  60-50.410 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1564 

19  CSR  60-50.420 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1565 

19  CSR  60-50.430 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1566 

19  CSR  60-50.440 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1569 

19  CSR  60-50.450 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1569 

19  CSR  60-50.470 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1571 

19  CSR  60-50.500 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1571 

19  CSR  60-50.600 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1572 

19  CSR  60-50.700 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1572 

19  CSR  60-50.800 

Missouri  Health  Facilities  Review  Committee 

35  MoReg  1573 

20  CSR 

DEPARTMENT  OF  INSURANCE,  FINANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  AND  PROFESSIONAL  REGISTRATION 

Construction  Claims  Binding  Arbitration  Cap 

33  MoReg  150 
33  MoReg  2446 
35  MoReg  654 

20  CSR 

Medical  Malpractice 

31  MoReg  616 

32  MoReg  545 

20  CSR 

Sovereign  Immunity  Limits 

33  MoReg  150 
33  MoReg  2446 
35  MoReg  318 

20  CSR 

State  Legal  Expense  Fund  Cap 

33  MoReg  150 
33  MoReg  2446 
35  MoReg  654 

20  CSR  400-2.180 

Life,  Annuities  and  Health 

35  MoReg  1485 

20  CSR  500-10.200 

Property  and  Casualty 

35  MoReg  793 

35  MoReg  1581 

20  CSR  1140-30.010 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  725R 

35  MoReg  794R 

35  MoReg  1490R 

20  CSR  1140-30.030 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  727R 

35  MoReg  794R 

35  MoReg  1490R 

20  CSR  1140-30.040 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  728R 

35  MoReg  794R 

35  MoReg  1490R 

20  CSR  1140-30.050 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  729R 

35  MoReg  795R 

35  MoReg  1490R 

20  CSR  1140-30.070 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  730R 

35  MoReg  795R 

35  MoReg  1491R 

20  CSR  1140-30.080 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  731 R 

35  MoReg  795R 

35  MoReg  1491R 

20  CSR  1140-30.090 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  732R 

35  MoReg  796R 

35  MoReg  1491R 

20  CSR  1140-30.100 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  733R 

35  MoReg  796R 

35  MoReg  1491R 

20  CSR  1140-30.110 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  734R 

35  MoReg  797R 

35  MoReg  1491R 

20  CSR  1140-30.120 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  736R 

35  MoReg  797R 

35  MoReg  1491R 

20  CSR  1140-30.200 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  737 

35  MoReg  797 

35  MoReg  1492 

20  CSR  1140-30.210 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  738 

35  MoReg  798 

35  MoReg  1492 

20  CSR  1140-30.220 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  739 

35  MoReg  800 

35  MoReg  1492 

20  CSR  1140-30.230 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  741 

35  MoReg  800 

35  MoReg  1492 

20  CSR  1140-30.240 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  742 

35  MoReg  800 

35  MoReg  1492 

20  CSR  1140-30.250 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  743 

35  MoReg  803 

35  MoReg  1492 

20  CSR  1140-30.260 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  744 

35  MoReg  803 

35  MoReg  1493 

20  CSR  1140-30.270 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  745 

35  MoReg  803 

35  MoReg  1493 

20  CSR  1140-30.280 

Division  of  Finance 

35  MoReg  747 

35  MoReg  804 

35  MoReg  1493 
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Office  of  Administration 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

1CSR  15-3.350  Complaints 

1 CSR  15-3.380  Answers  and  Other  Responsive  Pleadings  . . 

1 CSR  15-3.436  Involuntary  Dismissal  

1 CSR  15-3.446  Decision  on  the  Complaint  without  a Hearing 

1 CSR  15-3.490  Hearings  on  Complaints;  Default 

Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division  of  Personnel 

1 CSR  20-1.010  General  Organization 

1 CSR  20-1.030  Personnel  Rules 

1 CSR  20-2.015  Broad  Classification  Bands  for  Managers  . . . 

1 CSR  20-3.010  Examinations 

1 CSR  20-3.020  Registers  

1 CSR  20-3.030  Certification  and  Appointment 

1 CSR  20-3.070  Separation,  Suspension,  and  Demotion  .... 

1 CSR  20-3.080  General  Provisions  and  Prohibitions 

1 CSR  20-4.010  Appeals  

1 CSR  20-4.020  Grievance  Procedures  

Missouri  Ethics  Commission 

1 CSR  50-3.010  Late  Fee 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Plant  Industries 

2 CSR  70-11.060  Thousand  Cankers  Disease  of  Walnut  Exterior  Quarantine  . .35  MoReg  721  . . . .April  12,  2010 Jan.  19,  2011 

Department  of  Mental  Health 

Certification  Standards 

9 CSR  30-4.045  Intensive  Community  Psychiatric  Rehabilitation  35  MoReg  1017  . . . .July  1,  2010 Feb.  24,  2011 

Department  of  Natural  Resources 

Division  of  Energy 

10  CSR  140-2.010  Definitions  

10  CSR  140-2.020  General  Provisions  . . . 

10  CSR  140-2.030  Public  Sector  Eligibility 

Department  of  Public  Safety 

Missouri  Gaming  Commission 

11  CSR  45-30.190  Rules  of  Play 35  MoReg  1241  . . .Aug.  28,  2010  Feb.  23,  2011 

Department  of  Revenue 

Director  of  Revenue 

12  CSR  10-24.430  Back  of  Driver  License,  Permits  and  Nondriver  License  . .35  MoReg  1065 

12  CSR  10-24.480  Boater  Identification  Indicator  on  Driver  or  Nondriver 

License  35  MoReg  1066 

12  CSR  10-24.485  Permanent  Disability  Indicator  on  Driver  or  Nondriver 

License  35  MoReg  1066 

12  CSR  10-26.020  License  Requirements  for  Auctions,  Dealers,  Franchisors, 

and  Manufacturers  35  MoReg  1309 

12  CSR  10-41.010  Annual  Adjusted  Rate  of  Interest This  Issue  .... 

Department  of  Social  Services 

MO  HealthNet  Division 

13  CSR  70-15.010  Inpatient  Hospital  Services  Reimbursement  Plan;  Outpatient 

Hospital  Services  Reimbursement  Methodology  35  MoReg  1067  July  1,  2010 Dec.  27,  2010 

13  CSR  70-15.110  Federal  Reimbursement  Allowance  (FRA) 35  MoReg  1070  July  1,  2010 Dec.  27,  2010 

13  CSR  70-15.160  Prospective  Outpatient  Hospital  Services  Reimbursement 

Methodology 35  MoReg  1527  . . . .Oct.  1,  2010  . . .March  29,  2011 

13  CSR  70-20.320  Pharmacy  Reimbursement  Allowance 35  MoReg  1072  July  1,  2010 Dec.  27,  2010 


. .July  1,  2010 Dec.  28,  2010 

. .July  1,  2010 Dec.  28,  2010 

. .July  4,  2010 Dec.  31,  2010 

Aug.  28,  2010  Feb.  24,  2011 

. .Jan.  1,  2011 June  29,  2011 


35  MoReg  1523  . . .Oct.  10,  2010 April  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1525  . . .Oct.  10,  2010 April  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1527  . . .Oct.  10,  2010 April  7,  2011 


35  MoReg  1367  . . . .Sept.  9,  2010  . . . .March  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1367  . . . .Sept.  9,  2010  . . . .March  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1368  . . . .Sept.  9,  2010  . . . .March  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1368  . . . .Sept.  9,  2010  . . . .March  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1369  . . . .Sept.  9,  2010  . . . .March  7,  2011 

35  MoReg  1369  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1370  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1370  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1371  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1372  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1372  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1373  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1374  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1375  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1379  . . . .Sept.  7,  2010  . . . .March  5,  2011 

35  MoReg  1379  . . . .Sept.  9,  2010  . . . .March  7,  2011 
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Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services 

Division  of  Regulation  and  Licensure 

19  CSR  30-1.074  Dispensing  Without  a Prescription 


.35  MoReg  1072  . . .Sept.  28,  2010 


Department  of  Insurance,  Financial  Institutions  and  Professional  Registration 

Division  of  Finance 

20  CSR  1140-30.010  Definitions 35  MoReg  725  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.030  Licensing 35  MoReg  727  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.040  Operations  and  Supervision 35  MoReg  728  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.050  Annual  Report  of  Mortgage  Brokerage  Activity  and 

Mortgage  Servicing  Activity 35  MoReg  729  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.070  Advertising  35  MoReg  730  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.080  Loan  Brokerage  Practices  35  MoReg  731  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.090  Loan  Application  Practices  35  MoReg  732  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.100  General  Practices  35  MoReg  733  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.110  Commitment  and  Closing  Practices 35  MoReg  734  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.120  Exemption  Guidelines  35  MoReg  736  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.200  Definitions 35  MoReg  737  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.210  Licensing  of  Mortgage  Loan  Originators 35  MoReg  738  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.220  Self-Reporting  Requirements  . 35  MoReg  739  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.230  Challenges  to  Information  Submitted  to  NMLSR 35  MoReg  741  ...  .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.240  Operations  and  Supervision  of  Residential 

Mortgage  Loan  Brokers 35  MoReg  742  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.250  Change  in  Business  Activities 35  MoReg  743  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.260  Full-Service  Office  Requirement 35  MoReg  744  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.270  Maintenance  of  Records  35  MoReg  745  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.280  Authorized  Advance  Fees  and  Escrow  Requirements 35  MoReg  747  . . . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.290  In-State  Office  Wavier  For  Services 35  MoReg  748  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.300  Annual  Report  35  MoReg  749  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.310  Bonding  Requirements  35  MoReg  750  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

20  CSR  1140-30.320  Exempt  List 35  MoReg  752  ..  . .April  18,  2009 

Missouri  Board  for  Architects,  Professional  Engineers,  Professional  Land  Surveyors,  and  Landscape  Architects 
20  CSR  2030-6.015  Application,  Renewal,  Reinstatement,  Relicensure,  and 

Miscellaneous  Fees  35  MoReg  1242  . . . .July  30,  201 

State  Board  of  Chiropractic  Examiners 

20  CSR  2070-2.090  Fees 35  MoReg  1609  . . . .Oct.  18,  201 

State  Board  of  Embalmers  and  Funeral  Directors 

20  CSR  2120-2.100  Fees 35  MoReg  1242  . . . .Aug.  5,  201 

State  Board  of  Registration  and  Healing  Arts 

20  CSR  2150-2.080  Fees Jan.  3,  2011  issue  . .Nov.  29,  201 

State  Board  of  Pharmacy 

20  CSR  2220-2.005  Definitions  35  MoReg  1451  . . .Sept.  13,  201 

State  Committee  for  Social  Workers 

20  CSR  2263-2.031  Acceptable  Supervisors  and  Supervisor  Responsibilities  ...  .35  MoReg  1310  . . .Aug.  28,  201 

20  CSR  2263-2.045  Provisional  Licenses  35  MoReg  1311  . . .Aug.  28,  201 

20  CSR  2263-2.050  Application  for  Licensure  as  a Social  Worker 35  MoReg  1312  . . .Aug.  28,  201 


. .July  30,  2010 

. .Oct.  18,  2010 

. . .Aug.  5,  2010 

. .Nov.  29,  2010 

. .Sept.  13,  2010 

. .Aug.  28,  2010 
. .Aug.  28,  2010 
. .Aug.  28,  2010 


Expiration 


. . .March  26,  2011 


Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 

Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 

Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 
Jan.  26,  2011 


Feb.  24,  2011 

. . . .April  15,  2011 

Feb.  24,  2011 

. . . .May  27,  2011 

. . .March  11,  2011 

Feb.  24,  2011 

Feb.  24,  2011 

Feb.  24,  2011 
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Filed  Date 

Publication 

Emergency 

Declaration 

2010 

Proclaims  an  emergency  declaration  concerning  the  damage  and  structural 
integrity  of  the  State  Route  A bridge  over  the  Weldon  Fork  of  the  Thompson 
River 

Sept.  28,  2010 

35  MoReg  1531 

10-26 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  to  have  supervisory  authority  over 
certain  departments,  divisions,  and  agencies 

Sept.  24,  2010 

35  MoReg  1529 

10-25 

Extends  the  declaration  of  emergency  contained  in  Executive  Order  10-22  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  the  safety  and  welfare  of  our  fellow  Missourians 

July  20,  2010 

35  MoReg  1244 

10-24 

Creates  the  Code  of  Fair  Practices  for  the  Executive  Branch  of  State 
Government  and  supersedes  paragraph  one  of  Executive  Order  05-30 

July  9,  2010 

35  MoReg  1167 

Emergency 

Declaration 

Proclaims  that  an  emergency  exists  concerning  the  damage  and  structural 
integrity  of  the  U.S.  Route  24  bridge  over  the  Grand  River 

July  2,  2010 

35  MoReg  1165 

10-23 

Activates  the  state  militia  in  response  to  severe  weather  that  began  on  June  12 

June  23,  2010 

35  MoReg  1078 

10-22 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  and  directs  the  Missouri  State  Emergency 
Operations  Plan  be  activated  due  to  severe  weather  that  began  on  June  12 

June  21,  2010 

35  MoReg  1076 

10-21 

Activates  the  Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Center 

June  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  1018 

10-20 

Establishes  the  Missouri  Civil  War  Sesquicentennial  Commission 

April  2,  2010 

35  MoReg  754 

10-19 

Amends  Executive  Order  09-17  to  give  the  commissioner  of  the  Office  of 
Administration  supervisory  authority  over  the  Transform  Missouri  Project 

March  2,  2010 

35  MoReg  637 

10-18 

Establishes  the  Children  in  Nature  Challenge  to  challenge  Missouri 
communities  to  take  action  to  enhance  children's  education  about  nature, 
and  to  increase  children’s  opportunities  to  personally  experience  nature  and 
the  outdoors 

Feb.  26,  2010 

35  MoReg  573 

10-17 

Establishes  a Missouri  Emancipation  Day  Commission  to  promote,  consider, 
and  recommend  appropriate  activities  for  the  annual  recognition  and 
celebration  of  Emancipation  Day 

Feb.  2,  2010 

35  MoReg  525 

10-16 

Transfers  the  scholarship  portion  of  the  A+  Schools  Program  from  the 
Missouri  Department  of  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education  to  the 
Missouri  Department  of  Higher  Education 

Jan.  29,  2010 

35  MoReg  447 

10-15 

Transfers  the  Breath  Alcohol  Program  from  the  Missouri  Department  of 
Transportation  to  the  Missouri  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services 

Jan.  29,  2010 

35  MoReg  445 

10-14 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  to  have  supervisory  authority  over 
certain  departments,  divisions,  and  agencies 

Jan.  29,  2010 

35  MoReg  443 

10-13 

Directs  the  Department  of  Social  Services  to  disband  the  Missouri  Task 
Force  on  Youth  Aging  Out  of  Foster  Care 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  364 

10-12 

Rescinds  Executive  Orders  98-14,  95-21,  95-17,  and  94-19  and  terminates 
the  Governor’s  Commission  on  Driving  While  Intoxicated  and  Impaired 
Driving 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  363 

10-11 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  05-41  and  terminates  the  Governor’s  Advisory 
Council  for  Veterans  Affairs  and  assigns  its  duties  to  the  Missouri 
Veterans  Commission 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  362 

10-10 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  01-08  and  terminates  the  Personal  Independence 
Commission  and  assigns  its  duties  to  the  Governor’s  Council  on  Disability 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  361 

10-09 

Rescinds  Executive  Orders  95-10,  96-11,  and  98-13  and  terminates  the 
Governor’s  Council  on  AIDS  and  transfers  their  duties  to  the  Statewide 
HIV/STD  Prevention  Community  Planning  Group  within  the  Department 
of  Health  and  Senior  Services 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  360 

10-08 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  04-07  and  terminates  the  Missouri  Commission 
on  Patient  Safety 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  358 

10-07 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  01-16  and  terminates  the  Missouri  Commission 
on  Intergovernmental  Cooperation 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  357 

10-06 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  05-13  and  terminates  the  Governor’s  Advisory 
Council  on  Plant  Biotechnology  and  assigns  its  duties  to  the 
Missouri  Technology  Corporation 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  356 

10-05 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  95-28  and  terminates  the  Missouri  Board 
of  Geographic  Names 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  355 

10-04 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  03-10  and  terminates  the  Missouri  Energy 
Policy  Council 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  354 

10-03 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  03-01  and  terminates  the  Missouri  Lewis  and 
Clark  Bicentennial  Commission 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  353 
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Executive 

Orders 

10-02 

Subject  Matter 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  07-29  and  terminates  the  Governor’s  Advisory 
Council  on  Aging  and  assigns  its  duties  to  the  State  Board  of  Senior  Services 

Filed  Date 

Jan.  15,  2010 

Publication 

35  MoReg  352 

10-01 

Rescinds  Executive  Order  01-15  and  terminates  the  Missouri  Commission 
on  Total  Compensation 

Jan.  15,  2010 

35  MoReg  351 

09-29 

2009 

Outlines  the  suspension  of  federal  commercial  motor  vehicle  and  driver  laws 
during  emergency  declarations.  Executive  Orders  07-01  and  08-40  are 
superceded  and  replaced  on  February  1,  2010 

December  31,  2009 

35  MoReg  205 

09-28 

Establishes  the  post  of  Missouri  Poet  Laureate. 
Executive  order  08-01  is  superceded  and  replaced 

December  24,  2009 

35  MoReg  203 

09-27 

Creates  the  Missouri  Office  of  Health  Information  Technology,  referred  to  as 
MO-HITECH.  Executive  Order  06-03  is  rescinded 

November  4,  2009 

34  MoReg  2587 

09-26 

Advises  that  state  offices  will  be  closed  November  27,  2009 

October  30,  2009 

34  MoReg  2466 

09-25 

Creates  the  governor’s  faith-based  and  community  service  partnership  for 
disaster  recovery 

September  21,  2009 

34  MoReg  2361 

09-24 

Creates  the  prompt  pay  for  a healthy  Missouri  project 

September  11,  2009 

34  MoReg  2313 

09-23 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  as  having  supervisory  authority 
over  departments,  divisions,  or  agencies 

September  1,  2009 

34  MoReg  2139 

09-22 

Appoints  the  Home  Building  and  Residential  Energy  Efficiency  Advisory 
panel  to  issue  recommendations  on  energy  efficiency  measures  for  the  home 
building  sector  and  consumers 

August  20,  2009 

34  MoReg  2137 

09-21 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and  directs  that 
Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  remain  activated 

May  14,  2009 

34  MoReg  1332 

09-20 

Gives  the  director  of  the  Missouri  Department  of  Natural  Resources  full 
discretionary  authority  to  temporarily  waive  or  suspend  the  operation  of  any 
statutory  or  administrative  rule  or  regulation  currently  in  place  under  his 
purview  in  order  to  best  serve  the  interests  of  the  public  health  and  safety 
during  the  period  of  the  emergency  and  the  subsequent  recovery  period 

May  12,  2009 

34  MoReg  1331 

09-19 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  exists  in  the  state  of  Missouri  and  directs  that 
the  Missouri  State  Emergency  Operations  Plan  be  activated 

May  8,  2009 

34  MoReg  1329 

09-18 

Orders  that  all  state  agencies  whose  building  management  falls  under  the 
direction  of  the  Office  of  Administration  shall  institute  policies  that  will  result 
in  reductions  of  energy  consumption  of  two  percent  per  year  for  each  of  the 
next  ten  years 

April  23,  2009 

34  MoReg  1273 

09-17 

Creates  the  Transform  Missouri  Project  as  well  as  the  Taxpayer  Accountability, 
Compliance,  and  Transparency  Unit,  and  rescinds  Executive  Order  09-12 

March  31,  2009 

34  MoReg  828 

09-16 

Directs  the  Department  of  Corrections  to  lead  a permanent,  interagency 
steering  team  for  the  Missouri  Reentry  Process 

March  26,  2009 

34  MoReg  826 

09-15 

Expands  the  Missouri  Automotive  Jobs  Task  Force  to  consist  of  18  members 

March  24,  2009 

34  MoReg  824 

09-14 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  as  having  supervisory  authority 
over  departments,  divisions,  or  agencies 

March  5,  2009 

34  MoReg  761 

09-13 

Extends  Executive  Order  09-04  and  Executive  Order  09-07  through 
March  31,  2009 

February  25,  2009 

34  MoReg  657 

09-12 

Creates  and  establishes  the  Transform  Missouri  Initiative 

February  20,  2009 

34  MoReg  655 

09-11 

Orders  the  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services  and  the  Department 
of  Social  Services  to  transfer  the  Blindness  Education,  Screening  and 
Treatment  Program  (BEST)  to  the  Department  of  Social  Services 

February  4,  2009 

34  MoReg  590 

09-10 

Orders  the  Department  of  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education 
and  the  Department  of  Economic  Development  to  transfer  the 
Missouri  Customized  Training  Program  to  the  Department  of 
Economic  Development 

February  4,  2009 

34  MoReg  588 

09-09 

Transfers  the  various  scholarship  programs  under  the  Departments  of 
Agriculture,  Elementary  and  Secondary  Education,  Higher  Education, 
and  Natural  Resources  to  the  Department  of  Higher  Education 

February  4,  2009 

34  MoReg  585 

09-08 

Designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  as  having  supervisory  authority 
over  departments,  divisions,  or  agencies 

February  2,  2009 

34  MoReg  366 

09-07 

Gives  the  director  of  the  Missouri  Department  of  Natural  Resources 
the  authority  to  temporarily  suspend  regulations  in  the  aftermath  of  severe 
weather  that  began  on  January  26 

January  30,  2009 

34  MoReg  364 

09-06 

Activates  the  state  militia  in  response  to  the  aftermath  of  severe  storms  that 
began  on  January  26 

January  28,  2009 

34  MoReg  362 

09-05 

Establishes  a Complete  Count  Committee  for  the  2010  Census 

January  27,  2009 

34  MoReg  359 
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Orders 

09-04 

Subject  Matter 

Declares  a state  of  emergency  and  activates  the  Missouri  State  Emergency 
Operations  Plan 

Filed  Date 

January  26,  2009 

Publication 

34  MoReg  357 

09-03 

Directs  the  Missouri  Department  of  Economic  Development,  working  with 
the  Missouri  Development  Finance  Board,  to  create  a pool  of  funds  designated 
for  low-interest  and  no-interest  direct  loans  for  small  business  January  13,  2009 

34  MoReg  281 

09-02 

Creates  the  Economic  Stimulus  Coordination  Council 

January  13,  2009 

34  MoReg  279 

09-01 

Creates  the  Missouri  Automotive  Jobs  Task  Force 

January  13,  2009 

34  MoReg  277 
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The  rule  number  and  the  MoReg  publication  date  follow  each  entry  to  this  index. 


ADMINISTRATION,  OFFICE  OF 

Administrative  Hearing  Commission 

answers  and  other  responsive  pleadings;  1 CSR  15-3.380; 
10/1/10 

complaints;  1 CSR  15-3.350;  10/1/10 

decision  on  the  complaint  without  a hearing;  1 CSR  15-3.446; 
10/1/10 

fees  and  expenses;  1 CSR  15-3.560;  10/1/10 
filing  of  documents;  fax  filing;  posting  bond;  1 CSR  15- 
3.290;  10/1/10 

hearings  on  complaints;  default;  1 CSR  15-3.490;  10/1/10 
involuntary  dismissal;  1 CSR  15-3.436;  10/1/10 
motions;  1 CSR  15-3.480;  10/1/10 
voluntary  dismissal,  settlement,  and  consent  orders;  1 CSR 
15-3.431;  10/1/10 

written  arguments;  1 CSR  15-3.500;  10/1/10 
Missouri  Ethics  Commission 

late  fee;  1 CSR  50-3.010;  10/1/10 
Personnel  Advisory  Board  and  Division  of  Personnel 
appeals;  1 CSR  20-4.010;  10/1/10 
broad  classification  bands  for  managers;  1 CSR  20-2.015; 
10/1/10 

certification  and  appointment;  1 CSR  20-3.030;  10/1/10 
examinations;  1 CSR  20-3.010;  10/1/10 
general  organization;  1 CSR  20-1.010;  10/1/10 
general  provisions  and  prohibitions;  1 CSR  20-3.080;  10/1/10 
grievance  procedures;  1 CSR  20-4.020;  10/1/10 
personnel  rules;  1 CSR  20-1.030;  10/1/10 
registers;  1 CSR  20-3.020;  10/1/10 
separation,  suspension,  and  demotion;  1 CSR  20-3.070; 
10/1/10 

salary  compensation  schedule;  1 CSR  10;  12/1/10 

AGRICULTURE 

plant  industries 

thousand  cankers  disease  of  walnut  exterior  quarantine;  2 CSR 
70-11.060;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
state  milk  board 

grading  of  milk  and  milk  products,  the;  2 CSR  80-3.070; 
6/1/10,  10/15/10 

AIR  QUALITY,  AIR  POLLUTION  CONTROL 

control  of  odors  in  the  ambient  air;  10  CSR  10-5.160;  5/17/10, 
10/1/10 

definitions  and  common  reference  tables;  10  CSR  10-6.020;  6/1/10, 
11/1/10 

emission  standards  for  hazardous  air  pollutants;  10  CSR  10-6.080; 
8/2/10 

maximum  achievable  control  technology  regulations;  10  CSR  10- 
6.075  ; 8/2/10 

new  source  performance  regulations;  10  CSR  10-6.070;  8/2/10 
restriction  of  emission  of  odors 

10  CSR  10-2.070;  5/17/10,  10/1/10 
10  CSR  10-3.090;  5/17/10,  10/1/10 
10  CSR  10-4.070;  5/17/10,  10/1/10 
10  CSR  10-6.165;  5/17/10,  10/1/10 
restriction  of  emission  of  particulate  matter  from  industrial 
processes;  10  CSR  10-6.400;  8/2/10 
St.  Louis  area  transportation  conformity  requirements;  10  CSR  10- 
5.480;  8/2/10 


ARCHITECTS,  PROFESSIONAL  ENGINEERS,  PROFES- 
SIONAL LAND  SURVEYORS,  AND  LANDSCAPE  ARCHI- 
TECTS, MISSOURI  BOARD  FOR 

application,  renewal,  reinstatement,  relicensure,  and  miscellaneous 
fees;  20  CSR  2030-6.015;  9/1/10 

CERTIFICATE  OF  NEED  PROGRAM 

additional  information;  19  CSR  60-50.500;  11/1/10 
application  package;  19  CSR  60-50.430;  11/1/10 
application  review  schedule;  19  CSR  60-50;  10/1/10,  11/1/10 
certificate  of  need  decisions;  19  CSR  60-50.600;  11/1/10 
criteria  and  standards  for  equipment  and  new  hospitals;  19  CSR 
60-50.440;  11/1/10 

criteria  and  standards  for  financial  feasibility;  19  CSR  60-50.470; 
11/1/10 

criteria  and  standards  for  long-term  care;  19  CSR  60-50.450; 
11/1/10 

definitions  for  the  certificate  of  need  process;  19  CSR  60-50.300; 
11/1/10 

letter  of  intent  package;  19  CSR  60-50.410;  11/1/10 
letter  of  intent  process;  19  CSR  60-50.400;  11/1/10 
meeting  procedures;  19  CSR  60-50.800;  11/1/10 
post-decision  activity;  19  CSR  60-50.700;  11/1/10 
purpose  and  structure;  19  CSR  60-50.200;  11/1/10 
review  process;  19  CSR  60-50.420;  11/1/10 

CHILDREN’S  DIVISION 

definition  of  adoption  services;  13  CSR  35-38.030;  7/1/10, 
10/15/10 

definition  of  guardianship  services;  13  CSR  35-38.011;  7/1/10 
provision  of  adoption  services;  13  CSR  35-38.040;  7/1/10, 
10/15/10 

provision  of  guardianship  services;  13  CSR  35-38.021;  7/1/10, 
10/15/10 

CHILD  SUPPORT  ENFORCEMENT 

prosecuting  attorneys’  performance  standards;  13  CSR  30-2.010; 
11/15/10 

CHIROPRACTIC  EXAMINERS,  STATE  BOARD  OF 

fees;  20  CSR  2070-2.090;  11/15/10 

CLEAN  WATER  COMMISSION 

engineering-reports,  plans,  and  specification;  10  CSR  20-8.110; 
10/15/10 

CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 
bird  banding;  3 CSR  10-9.430;  11/1/10 
black  bass;  3 CSR  10-6.505;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
bullfrogs  and  green  frogs 

3 CSR  10-12.115;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
seasons,  methods,  limits;  3 CSR  10-7.445;  11/1/10 
decoys  and  blinds;  3 CSR  10-11.155;  11/1/10 
deer 

archery  hunting  season;  3 CSR  10-7.432;  11/1/10 
hunting;  3 CSR  10-11.182;  11/1/10 

hunting  seasons:  general  provisions;  3 CSR  10-7.431;  11/1/10 
regulation  for  department  areas;  3 CSR  10-7.438;  11/1/10 
falconry;  3 CSR  10-9.442;  11/1/10 
fishing 

daily  and  possession  limits 
3 CSR  10-11.210;  11/1/10 
3 CSR  10-12.140;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
length  limits 

3 CSR  10-11.215;  11/1/10 
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3 CSR  10-12.145;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
methods;  3 CSR  10-6.410;  11/1/10 
methods  and  hours;  3 CSR  10-11.205;  11/1/10 
Stone  Mill  Spring  Branch;  3 CSR  10-12.155;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
general  prohibition;  applications;  3 CSR  10-9.110;  11/1/10 
general  provisions;  3 CSR  10-9.105;  11/1/10 
hunting  and  trapping;  3 CSR  10-12.125;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
hunting  general  provisions;  3 CSR  10-11.180;  11/1/10 
hunting  methods;  3 CSR  10-7.410;  11/1/10 
live  bait;  3 CSR  10-6.605;  11/1/10 

migratory  game  birds  and  waterfowl:  seasons,  limits;  3 CSR  10- 
7440;  10/1/10 

nonresident  conservation  order  permit;  3 CSR  10-5.567;  11/1/10 
nonresident  Mississippi  River  roe  fish  commercial  harvest  permit; 

3 CSR  10-10.724;  4/15/10,  7/1/10 
paddlefish;  3 CSR  10-6.525;  11/1/10 

permits:  permit  issuing  agents;  service  fees;  other  provisions;  3 
CSR  10-5.225;  ll/l/10 
prohibited  species;  3 CSR  10-4.117;  11/1/10 
resident  conservation  order  permit;  3 CSR  10-5.436;  11/1/10 
resident  falconry  permit;  3 CSR  10-9.440;  11/1/10 
trout;  3 CSR  10-6.535;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
turkey:  seasons,  methods,  limits;  3 CSR  10-7.455;  11/1/10 
turkeys:  special  hunts;  3 CSR  10-11.181;  11/1/10 
use  of  boats  and  motors 

3 CSR  10-11.160;  11/1/10 
3 CSR  10-12.110;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 
use  of  traps;  3 CSR  10-8.510;  11/1/10 

vehicles,  bicycles,  horses,  and  horseback  riding;  3 CSR  10-11.130; 
9/1/10,  11/15/10 

CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCES 

dispensing  without  a prescription;  19  CSR  30-1.074;  8/2/10, 

12/1/10 

DEALER  LICENSURE 

license  requirements  for  auctions,  dealers,  franchisors,  and 
manufacturers;  12  CSR  10-26.020;  9/15/10 

DRIVER  LICENSE  BUREAU  RULES 

back  of  driver  license,  permits,  and  nondriver  license;  12  CSR 
10-24.430;  8/2/10,  11/15/10 

boater  identification  indicator  on  driver  or  nondriver  license; 

12  CSR  10-24.480;  8/2/10,  11/15/10 
commercial  driver  license  requirements/exemptions;  12  CSR 
10-24.305;  9/15/10 

permanent  disability  indicator  on  driver  or  nondriver  license; 

12  CSR  10-24.485;  8/2/10,  11/15/10 

DENTAL  BOARD,  MISSOURI 

continuing  dental  education;  20  CSR  2110-2.240;  9/1/10 

ELEMENTARY  AND  SECONDARY  EDUCATION,  DEPART- 
MENT OF 

A+  Schools  Program;  5 CSR  50-350.040;  8/2/10 
general  provisions  governing  programs  authorized  under  the  early 
childhood  development  act;  5 CSR  50-270.010;  2/1/10, 
7/15/10,  11/15/10 

general  provisions  governing  the  consolidated  grants  under  the 
Improving  America’s  Schools  Act;  5 CSR  50-321.010; 
6/1/10 

EMBALMERS  AND  FUNERAL  DIRECTORS,  STATE  BOARD 
OF 

fees;  20  CSR  2120-2.100;  9/1/10 
preneed  fees;  20  CSR  2120-2.105;  9/1/10 


ENERGY,  DIVISION  OF 

certification  of  renewable  energy  and  renewable  energy  standard 

compliance  account;  10  CSR  140-8.010;  7/15/10,  12/1/10 
definitions;  10  CSR  140-2.010;  11/1/10 
general  provisions;  10  CSR  140-2.020;  11/1/10 
public  sector  eligibility;  10  CSR  140-2.030;  11/1/10 

EXECUTIVE  ORDERS 

designates  members  of  the  governor’s  staff  to  have  supervisory 
authority  over  certain  departments,  divisions,  and  agen- 
cies; 10-26;  11/1/10 

proclaims  an  emergency  declaration  concerning  the  damage  and 
structural  integrity  of  the  State  Route  A bridge  over  the 
Weldon  Fork  of  the  Thompson  River;  Emergency 
Declaration;  11/1/10 

FAMILY  SUPPORT  DIVISION 

definition  of  adoption  services;  13  CSR  40-38.010;  7/1/10,  10/15/10 
payments  for  vision  examinations;  13  CSR  40-91.040;  10/15/10 
provision  of  adoption  services;  13  CSR  40-38.020;  7/1/10, 

10/15/10 

requirement  that  all  recipients  for  the  payment  of  temporary  assis- 
tance shall  complete  an  assessment  and  may  be  required 
to  complete  an  individual  employment  plan;  13  CSR  40- 
2.370;  11/1/10 

FERTILIZER  LAW 

guaranteed  analysis  when  tonnage  inspection  fee  is  based  on  prod- 
uct constituent;  6 CSR  250-11.042;  5/17/10,  10/1/10 
inspection  fee  on  manipulated  animal  or  vegetable  manure  fertiliz- 
ers; 6 CSR  250-11.041;  5/17/10,  10/1/10 

FINANCE,  DIVISION  OF 

advertising;  20  CSR  1140-30.070;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
annual  report;  20  CSR  1140-30.300;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
annual  report  of  mortgage  brokerage  activity  and  mortgage 

servicing  activity;  20  CSR  1140-30.050;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
authorized  advance  fees  and  escrow  requirements;  20  CSR  1140- 
30.280;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 

bonding  requirements;  20  CSR  1140-30.310;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
challenges  to  information  submitted  to  NMLSR;  20  CSR  1140- 
30.230;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 

change  in  business  activities;  20  CSR  1140-30.250;  5/17/10, 
10/15/10 

commitment  and  closing  practices;  20  CSR  1140-30.110;  5/17/10, 
10/15/10 
definitions 

20  CSR  1140-30.010;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
20  CSR  1140-30.200;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
exempt  list;  20  CSR  1140-30.320;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
exemption  guidelines;  20  CSR  1140-30.120;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
full  service  office  requirement;  20  CSR  1140-30.260;  5/17/10, 
10/15/10 

general  organization-residential  mortgage  board;  20  CSR  1140- 
31.010;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 

general  practices;  20  CSR  1140-30.100;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
in-state  office  waiver  for  servicers;  20  CSR  1140-30.290;  5/17/10, 
10/15/10 

licensing;  20  CSR  1140-30.030;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
licensing  of  mortgage  loan  originators;  20  CSR  1140-30.210; 
5/17/10,  10/15/10 

loan  application  practices;  20  CSR  1140-30.090;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
loan  brokerage  practices;  20  CSR  1140-30.080;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
maintenance  of  records;  20  CSR  1140-30.270;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
operations  and  supervision;  20  CSR  1140-30.040;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
operations  and  supervision  of  residential  mortgage  loan  brokers;  20 
CSR  1140-30.240;  5/17/10,  10/15/10" 
rules  of  procedure;  20  CSR  1140-31.020;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
self-reporting  requirements;  20  CSR  1140-30.220;  5/17/10, 

10/15/10 
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GAMING  COMMISSION,  MISSOURI 
bingo 

advertising;  11  CSR  45-30.020;  9/1/10 
approval  of  bingo  paraphernalia;  11  CSR  45-30.540;  9/1/10 
bingo  card;  11  CSR  45-30.035;  9/1/10 
bingo  promotions;  11  CSR  45-30.025;  9/1/10 
change  of  day  and/or  time  of  bingo  occasion;  11  CSR  45- 
30.225;  9/1/10 

electronic  bingo  card  monitoring  devices;  11  CSR  45-30.600; 
9/1/10 

game  operation  definitions;  11  CSR  45-30.205;  9/1/10 
organization  (operator)  record-keeping  requirements;  11  CSR 
45-30.175;  9/1/10 

penalties;  11  CSR  45-30.535;  9/1/10 
regular  bingo  license;  11  CSR  45-30.070;  9/1/10 
reports;  11  CSR  45-30.210;  9/1/10 
rules  of  play;  11  CSR  45-30.190;  9/1/10 
sale  of  pull-tab  cards  by  bingo  licensees;  11  CSR  45-30.355; 
9/1/10 

special  bingo  games;  11  CSR  45-30.030;  9/1/10 
definitions;  11  CSR  45-1.090;  9/1/10 
exchange  of  chips  and  tokens;  11  CSR  45-5.130;  12/1/10 
licenses,  restrictions  on  licenses,  licensing  authority  of  the  execu- 
tive director,  and  other  definitions;  11  CSR  45-4.020; 
9/1/10 

minimum  internal  control  standards  (MICS) 
chapter  B;  11  CSR  45-9.102;  12/1/10 
chapter  E;  11  CSR  45-9.105;  12/1/10 
chapter  M;  11  CSR  45-  9.113;  8/2/10,  12/1/10 
chapter  N;  11  CSR  45-9.114;  8/2/10,  12/1/10 
chapter  R;  11  CSR  45-9.118;  8/2/10,  12/1/10 
chapter  S;  11  CSR  45-9.119;  12/1/10 
chapter  U;  11  CSR  45-9.121;  12/1/10 
chapter  V;  11  CSR  45-9.121;  12/1/10 
section  O;  11  CSR  45-9.115;  7/1/10,  11/1/10 
minimum  standards  for  blackjack;  11  CSR  45-5.051;  9/1/10 
organization  and  administration;  11  CSR  45-1.010;  8/2/10 
payout  percentage  for  table  games  and  progressive  table  games;  11 
CSR  45-5.075;  9/1/10 

progressive  slot  machines;  11  CSR  45-5.200;  9/1/10 
progressive  table  games;  11  CSR  45-5.300;  9/1/10 
surveillance  logs;  11  CSR  45-7.070;  12/1/10 

HEALING  ARTS,  STATE  BOARD  OF 

collaborative  practice;  20  CSR  2150-5.100;  6/1/10,  10/1/10 
physician  assistants 

applicants  for  certificate  of  controlled  substance  prescriptive 
authority  ;20CSR2150-7.130;  12/ 1/10 
applicants  for  licensure;  20  CSR  2150-7.100;  12/1/10 
definitions;  20  CSR  2150-7.010;  12/1/10 
fees;  20  CSR  2150-7.200;  12/1/10 

late  registration  and  reinstatement  applicants;  20  CSR  2150- 
7.125;  12/1/10 

request  for  waiver;  20  CSR  2150-7.136;  10/1/09,  12/1/10 
supervisory  agreements;  20  CSR  2150-7.135;  12/1/10 
waiver  renewal;  20  CSR  2150-7.137;  12/1/10 

HIGHWAY  SAFETY  DIVISION 

breath  alcohol  ignition  interlock  device  certification  and  operational 
requirements 

definitions;  7 CSR  60-2.010;  5/17/10,  10/15/10 
standards  and  specifications;  7 CSR  60-2.030;  5/17/10, 
10/15/10 

HIGHWAYS  AND  TRANSPORTATION  COMMISSION 

rest  areas 

commission  responsibilities  and  requirements;  7 CSR  10- 
16.035;  8/16/10 

definitions;  7 CSR  10-16.020;  8/16/10 
eligibility  criteria;  7 CSR  10-16.030;  8/16/10 
general  information;  7 CSR  10-16.010;  8/16/10 
licensee  responsibilities  and  requirements;  7 CSR  10-16.045; 
8/16/10 

publication  vending  machine  specifications;  7 CSR  10-16.040; 
8/16/10 


public  information;  7 CSR  10-16.025;  8/16/10 
publisher  responsibilities  and  requirements;  7 CSR  10-16.050; 
8/16/10 

skill  performance  evaluation  certificates  for  commercial  drivers;  7 
CSR  10-25.010;  10/1/10,  12/1/10 

HOUSING  DEVELOPMENT  COMMISSION,  MISSOURI 

additional  Missouri  low  income  housing  tax  credit  requirements; 

4 CSR  170-6.200;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
adjusted  gross  income;  4 CSR  170-2.010;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
approval  and  reservation  process;  4 CSR  170-5.300;  7/1/10, 

12/1/10 

approved  mortgagor 

4 CSR  170-3.010;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
4 CSR  170-3.200;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
application;  4 CSR  170-5.200;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
application  and  notification  process;  4 CSR  170-5.030;  7/1/10, 
12/1/10 

compliance  requirements;  4 CSR  170-5.050;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
compliance  requirements  and  recapture;  4 CSR  170-5.500;  7/1/10, 
12/1/10 

criteria  for  eligibility  statement 

4 CSR  170-6.010;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
4 CSR  170-6.100;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
definitions 

4 CSR  170-3.100;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
4 CSR  170-4.100;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
4 CSR  170-5.010;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 

financial  reporting  and  compliance  requirements  for  approved  mort- 
gagors; 4 CSR  170-4.300;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
income  limitations;  4 CSR  170-2.100;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
introduction;  4 CSR  170-5.100;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
issuance  of  the  tax  credit 

4 CSR  170-5.040;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
4 CSR  170-5.400;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
preparation  of  application;  4 CSR  170-5.020;  7/1/10,  12/1/10 
rules  and  limitations  on  earnings,  dividends,  and  other  distributions 
by  approved  mortgagors;  4 CSR  170-4.200;  7/1/10, 
12/1/10 

supervision  of  mortgagors  and  sponsors;  4 CSR  170-4.010;  7/1/10, 
12/1/10 

INSURANCE 

life,  annuities  and  health 

offer  of  coverage  for  prosthetic  devices  and  services;  20  CSR 
400-2.180;  10/15/10 
property  and  casualty 

financial  regulation;  20  CSR  500-10.200;  5/17/10,  11/1/10 

LABOR  AND  INDUSTRIAL  RELATIONS 

labor  standards 

occupational  titles  of  work  descriptions;  8 CSR  30-3.060; 
10/1/10 

MATERNAL,  CHILD  AND  FAMILY  HEALTH 

payments  for  vision  examinations;  19  CSR  40-11.010;  10/15/10 

MENTAL  HEALTH,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

intensive  community  psychiatric  rehabilitation;  9 CSR  30-4.045; 
7/15/10,  12/1/10 

personnel  and  staff  development;  9 CSR  10-4.034;  6/15/10 

MO  HEALTHNET 

ambulance  service  reimbursement  allowance;  13  CSR  70-3.200; 
5/3/10,  10/1/10 

computation  of  provider  overpayment  by  statistical  sampling;  13  CSR 
70-3.130;  9/1/10 

direct  deposit  of  provider  reimbursement;  13  CSR  71-3.140;  7/1/10, 
11/1/10 

electronic  submission  of  MO  HealthNet  claims  and  electronic  remit- 
tance advices;  13  CSR  70-3.160;  7/1/10,  11/1/10 
federal  reimbursement  allowance  (FRA);  13  CSR  70-15.110;  8/2/10, 
12/1/10 
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home  health-care  services;  13  CSR  70-90.010;  5/3/10,  10/1/10 
inpatient  hospital  services  reimbursement  plan;  outpatient  hospital 
services  reimbursement  methodology;  13  CSR  70-15.010; 
8/2/10,  12/1/10 

insure  Missouri;  13  CSR  70-4.120;  2/15/08 
personal  care  assistance;  13  CSR  70-91.030;  7/15/10,  11/1/10 
pharmacy  reimbursement  allowance;  13  CSR  70-20.320;  8/2/10 
prospective  outpatient  hospital  services  reimbursement  methodology; 
13  CSR  70-15.160;  11/1/10 

title  XIX  provider  enrollment;  13  CSR  70-3.020;  7/1/10,  11/1/10 

MISSOURI  CONSOLIDATED  HEALTH  CARE  PLAN 

public  entity  membership 

coordination  of  benefits;  22  CSR  10-3.070;  8/2/10,  11/15/10 
state  membership 

coordination  of  benefits;  22  CSR  10-2.070;  8/2/10,  11/15/10 

NURSING,  STATE  BOARD  OF 

advanced  practice  nurse;  20  CSR  2200-4.100;  6/1/10,  10/1/10 
advanced  practice  registered  nurse;  20  CSR  2200-4.100;  6/1/10, 
10/1/10 

collaborative  practice;  20  CSR  2200-4.200;  6/1/10,  10/1/10 

OCCUPATIONAL  THERAPY,  MISSOURI  BOARD  OF 

continuing  competency  requirements;  20  CSR  2205-5.010;  9/1/10 
fees;  20  CSR  2205-1.050;  5/15/09 

OPTOMETRY,  STATE  BOARD  OF 

license  renewal;  20  CSR  2210-2.030;  10/1/10 

PHARMACY,  STATE  BOARD  OF 

definitions;  20  CSR  2220-2.005;  10/15/10 

PRIVATE  INVESTIGATOR  EXAMINERS,  BOARD  OF 

fees;  20  CSR  2234-1.050;  11/15/10 

PUBLIC  DEFENDER,  OFFICE  OF  STATE 

definition  of  eligible  cases;  18  CSR  10-2.010;  8/16/10 

PUBLIC  SAFETY,  DEPARTMENT  OF 

Missouri  State  Water  Patrol 

filing  requirements;  11  CSR  80-5.010;  2/17/09 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

code  for  modular  units;  4 CSR  240-123.080;  11/15/10 
demand-side  programs;  4 CSR  240-20.094;  11/15/10 
demand-side  programs  investment  mechanisms;  4 CSR  240-20.093; 
11/15/10 

dispute  resolution;  4 CSR  240-125.090;  11/15/10 
electric  utility  demand-side  programs  filing  and  submission  require- 
ments; 4 CSR  240-3.164;  11/15/10 
electric  utility  demand-side  programs  investment  mechanisms  filing 
and  submission  requirements;  4 CSR  240-3.163;  11/15/10 
electric  utility  resource  planning 

definitions;  4 CSR  240-22^020;  12/1/10 
demand-side  resource  analysis;  4 CSR  240-22.050;  12/1/10 
filing  schedule,  filing  requirements,  and  stakeholder  process;  4 
CSR  240-22.080;  12/1/10 

integrated  resource  plan  and  risk  analysis;  4 CSR  240-22.060; 
12/1/10 

load  analysis  and  load  forecasting;  4 CSR  240-22.030; 

12/1/10 

policy  objectives;  4 CSR  240-22.010;  12/1/10 
resource  acquisition  strategy  selection;  4 CSR  240-22.070; 
12/1/10 

supply-side  resource  analysis;  4 CSR  240-22.040;  12/1/10 
transmission  and  distribution  analysis;  4 CSR  240-22.045; 
12/1/10 

filing  requirements  for  telecommunications  company  applications 

for  certificates  of  service  authority  to  provide  telecommu- 


nications services,  whether  interexchange,  local  exchange, 
or  basic  local  exchange;  4 CSR  240-3.510;  12/1/10 

RETIREMENT  SYSTEMS 

county  employees’  retirement  fund,  the 

certifying  service  and  compensation;  16  CSR  50-2.050; 
7/15/10,  11/1/10 

creditable  service;  16  CSR  50-3.010;  7/15/10,  11/1/10,  12/1/10 
definitions;  16  CSR  50-2.010;  7/15/10,  11/1/10 
employee  contributions;  16  CSR  50-2.020;  7/15/10,  11/1/10 
eligibility  and  participation;  16  CSR  50-2.030;  7/15/10, 
11/1/10,  12/1/10 

rehires;  16  CSR  50-2.110;  7/15/10,  11/1/10 
public  school  retirement  system  of  Missouri,  the 
membership  service  credit 
16  CSR  10-4.010;  9/1/10 
16  CSR  10-6.040;  9/1/10 
service  retirement;  16  CSR  10-5.010;  9/1/10 

SAFE  DRINKING  WATER  COMMISSION 

acceptable  and  alternate  procedures  for  analyses;  10  CSR  60-5.010; 
5/17/10,  11/1/10 

consumer  confidence  reports;  10  CSR  60-8.030;  5/17/10,  11/1/10 
ground  water  rule  monitoring  and  treatment  technique  require- 
ments; 10  CSR  60-4.025;  5/17/10,  11/1/10 
public  notification  of  conditions  affecting  a public  water  supply;  10 
CSR  60-8.010;  5/17/10,  11/1/10 
reporting  requirements;  10  CSR  60-7.010;  5/17/10,  11/1/10 
requirements  for  maintaining  public  water  system  records;  10  CSR 
60-9.010;  5/17/10,  11/1/10 

SECURITIES 

applications  for  registration  or  notice  filings;  15  CSR  30-51.020; 
10/15/10 

definitions;  15  CSR  30-50.010;  10/15/10 
examination  requirement;  15  CSR  30-51.030;  10/15/10 
supervision  guidelines  for  investment  advisers;  15  CSR  30-51.173; 
10/15/10 

SOCIAL  WORKERS,  STATE  COMMITTEE  OF 

acceptable  supervisors  and  supervisor  responsibilities;  20  CSR 
2263-2.031;  9/15/10 

application  for  licensure  as  a social  worker;  20  CSR  2263-2.050; 
9/15/10 

provisional  licenses;  20  CSR  2263-2.045;  9/15/10 

SOIL  AND  WATER  DISTRICTS  COMMISSION 

allocation  of  funds;  10  CSR  70-5.010;  2/1/10 
application  and  eligibility  for  funds;  10  CSR  70-5.020;  9/1/09 
apportionment  of  hinds;  10  CSR  70-5.010;  9/1/09 
commission  administration  of  the  cost-share  program;  10  CSR  70- 
5.060;  9/1/09,  2/1/10 

conservation  equipment  incentive  program;  10  CSR  70-9.010; 
9/15/08 

cost-share  rates  and  reimbursement  procedures;  10  CSR  70-5.040; 
9/1/09,  2/1/10 

definitions;  10  CSR  70-4.010;  2/1/10 

design,  layout  and  construction  of  proposed  practices;  operation 
and  maintenance;  10  CSR  70-5.030;  9/1/09 
district  administration  of  the  cost-share  program;  10  CSR  70-5.050; 
9/1/09,  2/1/10 

TAX 

general  tax  provisions 

annual  adjusted  rate  of  interest;  12  CSR  10-41.010;  12/1/10 
income  tax 

reciprocal  agreements  with  other  states  for  tax  refund  offsets; 
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